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The one great rule 
of composition is to 
speak the truth. 


—THOREAU 
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Coalition Takes Form. 


AUSTIN 


Daniel moderates and lib- 
erals, forged into an anti- 
sales tax coalition, have es- 
tablished a clear majority in 
the Texas House, confirmed 
this week in a series of test 
votes on the Governor’s 
bookkeeping bill and in three 
parliamentary battles. The 
losers: some 40-odd arch- 
conservatives. Summed up 
one observer at week’s end, 
“This Speaker just hasn’t got 
a House. He may have a 
home at the hotel but he has- 
n’t got one up here.” 


The reference was to Speaker of 
the House Waggoner Carr’s “se- 
cret” meeting with businessmen 
at an Austin hotel Tuesday to 
discuss the tax impasse. The next 
day Carr, increasingly alienated 
from the majority bloc in the 
house which elected him Speaker, 
made an effort to regain the helm 
in a speech promising to assume 
“personal leadership” on the tax 
needs, which he pegged at $300 
million for the biennium. The 
members responded by adjourn- 
ing the House, a serious parlia- 
mentary defeat to Burkett-group 
conservatives who have been try- 
ing to recess the House from day 
to day rather than adjourn so that 
Daniel’s tax program could be 
kept bottled up in the sales tax- 
minded revenue and tax commit- 
tee. 


After the parliamentary success 
Wednesday, the moderate-liberal 
coalition brought the Governor's 
bockkeeping bill to .a floor vote 
Thursday. The bill had under- 
gone a conservative rewriting in 
the tax committee, and sponsor 
Frates Seeligson tried to win 
House passage of the revised ver- 
sion. Through a Daniel-backed 
amendment by Rep. R. C. Slack, 
the moderate-liberal group “re- 
modified” the bill back toward its 
original form as submitted by the 
Governor and passed it, even 
though Seeligson announced he 
would vote against the bill he had 
handled because of the amend- 
ment. On three separate test 
votes, the moderate-liberal bloc 
prevailed by margins of 87-40, 86- 
43, and, on final passage, 98-39. 


Carr is not on record against 
Daniel's deficit-retiring program, 
but he has been moving closer to 
the right-wing in the House and 
did not escape the effects of the 
coalition’s victories. 


Whether the coalition will gain 
or lose strength on subsequent is- 
sues remains to be seen, but the 
effect of the votes for the first 
part of Daniel's deficit-retiring 
program was to give the House 
coalition considerable confidence 
and a barely-formed Carr-Bur- 
kett liaison a very severe jolt. 


The book-keeping bill would 
make possible the reduction of 
the state deficit by $15.5 million, 
and the Slack amendment, Rep. 
Louis Anderson said, cuts the 
deficit another $18 million. 
Some conservatives have been us- 
ing the growing tax needs as a 
talking point for a sales tax. The 
Carr figure of $300 million is one 
of the larger estimates, though 
San Antonio conservative Rep. 





| Marshall Bell told the Observer 


needs 
$500 


he believes the state’s 
might require as much as 
million in new money. 


After the second decision in two 
days, Carr on Thursday made an- 
other effort to direct the House 
toward a “broad-based” tax. Rep. 
V. L. Ramsey, appointed by Carr 
to head the revenue and tax com- 
mittee, announced the selection 
of a special five-man sub-com- 
mittee to draft a general tax 
measure for committee considera- 
tion by April 13. Appointed to the 
tax-writing panel were Reps. Doc 
Blanchard and Wesley Roberts, 
both authors of “broad-based” tax 
bills now up for committee con- 
sideration, and Reps. Joe Burkett, 
Ben Atwell and Red Cowen. The 
appointment of Carr’s opponent 
in the Speaker’s race, Burkett, 
along with four of the commit- 
te’s most unbending “broad- 
based” tax advocates, was gener- 
ally interpreted as an open align- 
ment between the Speaker and 
the sales-tax wing of the House. 


Ironically, almost all of Carr’s 
support in the Speaker’s race 
came from. the Daniel-oriented 


moderates and liberals who last 
week administered the Burkett 
group successive defeats. 

Ramsey’s appointment of the 
special subcommittee triggered 
his first public opposition from 
within his own committee. Rep. 
Jack Richardson of Uvalde an- 
grily inquired, “Why are we go- 
ing to sit around here for three 
more weeks if a subcommittee is 
going to write this bill?” Abruptly 
leaving the meeting, Richardson 
remarked as he passed reporters, 
“I’m not going to sit around for 
three weeks on a cut and dried 
deal.” 

At week's end, Carr’s prestige 
was generally thought to have 





dropped to its lowest point since | 


the session began, and he was 
said to be repairing his damaged 
fences. 

His running feud with the Gov- 
ernor over tax issues came into 
its clearest focus this week with 
the revelation of his meeting with 
businessmen at the Commodore 
Perry Hotel in Austin. 


‘Super-Secret’ 


The story was broken by the 
Dallas News, which described the 
meeting as “supersecret straight- 
from-the-shoulder talks” between 
Carr and two dozen “top execu- 
tives of Texas business and indus- 
try.” Only comment recorded by 
any of the participants came 
from Dallas insuranceman S. J. 
Hay, who said “All I can say is 
that it was about taxes.” _ 

The News listed among the par- 
ticipants Herman Brown of 
Brown and Root Construction Co., 
Houston; Ben Belt, retired Hous- 
ton oil executive and Chamber of 
Commerce leader; James P. Nash, 
Austin oilman; and Berl E. God- 
frey, described by the paper as a 
“Fort Worth attorney who is the 
spokesman for many big business 
interests.” 

Carr’s speech to the House 
came the next morning. He began 
by listing three “all-too-familiar 
facts,” the state will probably 
need $300 million in new taxes, 
revenue needs are going to grow 


in “our progressive state,” and 
“piecemeal” taxation will not 
solve the problem. 

Of the Governor’s program, 


Carr said “without attempting to 
evaluate it piece by piece, we 
can say that in total it is inade- 
quate to the task before us. The 
need clearly exists for a type of 
tax linked closely enough with 
(Continued on Page 2) 





COMPLICATED PLAY 


AUSTIN 

The much chewed-over un- 
claimed bank accounts bill was 
finally delivered up Thursday by 
the House revenue and tax com- 
mittee acting under the dual pres- 
sure of one of its own members 
and a rebellious House majority 
that threatened to direct the com- 
mittee to report the bill. 

The vote was 10 to 8. Earlier, 
the committee, by a decisive vote, 
refused to report the bill favor- 
ably and postponed further action 
until Tuesday, then moving on 
Tuesday to postpone action until 
Thursday. Before the committee 
finally acted, Governor Daniel is- 
sued a statement that he had “ev- 
ery confidence” the tax commit- 
tee would send the bill to the 
House, “by minority report if the 
majority of the committee _ still 
opposes it.” Impatient House 
members threatened to call a 
floor vote forcing the committee 
to report the measure if there 
were _ further postponements, 
cleared the way (after considera- 
ble floor work) for just this move 
on Thursday. 

Before caving in to this pres- 
sure and reporting the bill Wed- 
nesday afternoon, the tax com- 
mittee struck out nine sections of 
the measure applying to un- 





claimed funds held by utilities, 
pipeline companies, life insurance 
companies, and district and 
county clerks. The limiting 
amendment was _ sponsored by 
Rep. Ben Atwell of Dallas. 

The bill as amended provides 
for the state to assume title only 
to those funds held in banks. 
Sponsor Marshall Bell of San An- 
tonio, who had earlier indicated 
he would file a minority report if 
the committee failed to report his 
bill favorably, said he was 
“shocked” by the deletions, which 
he said “knocked out 60 per cent 
of the revenue.” He later said he 
theught the _ deleted sections 
would be restored by the House. 


The eight “stand-fast” commit- 
tee members who voted against 
reporting the bill were Reps. Bur- 
kett, Cotten, Cowen, Jones of 
Dallas, Bass, Matthews, Richard- 
son. and Wilson. 

The tax committee also heard 
froposals by Rep. Sam Bass, re- 
ducing the tax rate on sulphur; by 
Rep. Red Cowen, reducing bus 
transportation taxes; and by Rep. 
Byron Tunnell, providing that all 
ad valorem tax penalties for non- 
payment prior to 1951 will be for- 
given if the taxes are paid by 
Nov. 1, 1959. All were sent auto- 
matically to sub-committee. 
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A Difficulty 


In Nomenclature 


AUSTIN 

A close reading of various 
conservative intelligences on 
the tax issue indicates that 
the main difficulty is the 
problem of hypocrisy in nam- 


ing a sales tax something 
else. 

The Fort Worth St Telegram 
said that “by strong ference 
Daniel offers Texas “a choice be- 
tween sales_ taxes between 
higher sales taxes 
and a f2w other things and a sales 
tax of broad or general appli- 
cation.” In another editorial en- 
titled, “Why Not a/Tax That’s 
Out in the Open? the Tele- 
gram slammed the Olive tax 


“labeled as an excise 
pation tax,” as “a : 
from the public but f 
nevertheless” and a argued 
against attempts “to garcoat 
taxes or to camouflage 
Star - Telegram edit page 


editor W. L. Redu iid that 
“Texas sentiment seer be 
turning toward ths a tax,” 
noted that many lakers 
pledged against it ir ir cam- 
paigns, and added If a sales 
tax becomes politically accept- 
able to them, it ma have to 
appear in disguised r- 


coated form.” 

The Dallas Nev 
alized that a large majorili 
the legislators assured 


stituents they are opposed to a 
general sales tax, “B a good 
many of them seer have 
changed their minds yeclares 
the News, in an edit en- | 
titled “When Sales Not 
Sales Tax”: The Goverr finds 
the idea abroad that the tuation 
can be solved financially and po- 
litically by passing a general sales 
tax under another name. We pret- 
ty nearly have that on at 
the present...For exampl the 
state collects over $200 million 
in taxes on gasoline ad sales 
taxes. Here only two taxable 
items are involved. So, the name 
‘special sales tax’ is applicable. 


But they produce more revenue 


than any other single tax classi- 
fication. And together they pro- 
bably touch more individual poc- 
ketbooks. They might be called 
‘general special sales taxes.’ 

“At any rate,” the News con- 
tinues, “they show the way for 
the hard-pressed legislators. Let 
them pass a special sales tax 
which simply enumerates the 
commodities and articles to be 
taxed. This procedure could be 
followed even though it might 
be necessary to include 50 or 100 
items to bring in the revenue 
necessary. But, by specifically en- 
titling it a ‘special sales tax,’ 
members of (the) legislature can 
go home with easy consciences to 
face their constituents.” 


Ed Burris, Texas Maufacturers’ 
Assn. executive vice president, 
wrote in a letter to members 
March 6, “Many believe the legis- 
lature should provide needed 
revenue through a_ broad-based 
tax.” He did not elaborate. 

“Texas Businessman's Tax Ad- 
visory” for March 23 spoke of 
“the dismay among business over 
unexpected Daniel attack against 
the term ‘broad-base.’ Many in 
the lobby have never defined 
that term solely as a sales tax. But 
the thought was that, eventually. 
any modernizing of Texas taxing 
policy would have to be sold by 
using that terminology.” The 
| publication has also called “the 
naming of the sales tax bill as 
|the ‘Texas Aid to Education Act’ 
... demagoguery.” 

Allen Duckworth, Dallas News 
| political editor, recently recounted 
a conversation with a lobbyist at 
breakfast in Austin over whether 
|a sales tax should be called a 
| sales tax. The lobbyist’s clinching 
| remark, Duckworth wrote, was: 
|‘‘Now look, son... Look at it this 
| way. You are a married man. You 
|love your wife. But you don’t al- 
ways tell her absolutely every- 
thing you do, right to the last 
| detail, now do you? That's the 
|way it is with politics, Sometimes 
you just can’t afford to spell out 
things as they really are. You'd 
get in trouble.” 














Profits Tax Gets a Hearing Carr Loses Ground 


AUSTIN 
In a bid to make Texas the 
35th state to adopt such aj; 
revenue raiser, Rep. Dean 
Johnston of Houston laid his 


graduated corporate net in- 
come tax bill before the 
Hcuse tax committee and 


heard it defended by a uni- 
versity economist and a labor 
leader and attacked by two 
oil industry representatives 
and two other businessmen. 


Sent automatically to sub-com- 
mittee after the hearing, the 
measure would raise an estimated 


John- 
cent 


$40 to $50 million annually, 
ston said. It levies a two per 
tax on corporations with a taxa- 
income of $50,000 to $150,- 
and cent | 


ble net 
00 annualiy 
bove $150,000 


three per 


“the only 
the 


witnesses 


He said his was 
bill that 
raised by 
against the series of 
tax bills viously aired before | 
the committee. Specifically, he | 
said the bill (1) non dis-| 
criminatory in that it was based | 
m ability to pay; (2) would not 
run anyone out of business be- 
cause no assessment was levied 
inless a company had made a 
profit in excess of the $50,000 an- 
nual exemption; (3) would not 
discourage industry 
to Texas because 34 other 
ncluding the highly indus 
ized states, already have the tax 
with higher rates than proposed 
for Texas: (4) would be “the most 
difficult tax of all” to pass on to 
the consumer; by taxing cor- 


tax | 
objections | 
appearing | 


broad- 


Net 
met 


based | 


pre 


was: 


¢ 
Irom 


com 


(5) 


porations owned by stockholders 
living outside the state, would 
provide the state “at last” with a 


| pounding 


| hate 


| and 


resources; (6) “every cent paid” 


would be deductible from the fed- 
eral income tax 
Opposing the bill, James T. Cox | 


of Schlumberger Well Surveying 
Corp. of Houston said “this par- 
ticular bill is not bad, the tempta- 
tion is to let it go, but it really is 
and this com- 
taxes 
a little rich Citing 
the tax bite the bill puts on stock- 


a privilege tax 


of I 


after a while.” 


rivilege gets 


| holders, Cox said that 70 per cent 


of the stock in the United States 
is held by women, “widows who 
accun 
a lifetime.” 

E. M. Caldwell of Magnolia Pe- 
troleum Co. in Dallas objected to 
the bill because it taxed profits 
before the federal income tax was 
the per 
in Oklahoma 


cent 
and 


paid, whereas four 
income taxes 
Louisiana and two per cent levy 
in New Mexico are collected on 
profits after the federal tax. R. B 
Heinger of the A. O. Smith Corp 
Texas said he doubted that it 
could be passed on “the ulti- 
mate consumer.” 


George Rafferty, 
said he 
said “they're no ifs, 
buts about it, taxes are 
passed on to the consumer.” The 
simplest, fairest way for the leg- 
islature to raise money, said Raf- 
, Was a gross payroll tax. He 
not elaborate 


of 


to 


Houston CPA 
representing 
ands 


who was 


a 
himself, 


ferty 


did 


in behalf of John- 
Dr. Carey Thompson, 
University of Texas economics 
professor, told the committee 
that net earnings are a “far better 
measure of taxpaying 


Appearing 
ston’s bill, 


, method of receiving tax revenues | 
from those who are exploiting her | 


nulated the savings of | 


than any of the other bases you 
have had under consideration.” 
| He said business receipts are not | 
a clear index of taxpaying ability, 
|a point, he said, “made with con- 
siderable vigor, and in my judg- 
ment, substantial accuracy by 
other witnesses. With a tax on 
corporate profits, there is no pen- 
alty against the marginal concern, 
those just getting by, those who 
are victimized by temporary mis- 
fortunes,” he said. “Those who 
are better able to pay, pay more; 
those who have little tax-paying 
ability pay little or not at all.” 
He said the tax would fall part- 
ly on the taxpayer and partly on 
the federal treasury, would pro- 
| vide “better balance” to a state 
structure “already resting 
pretty heavily on particular seg- 
ments and on the consumers,” 
would not likely have unfavor- 
able effects on the overall econ- 
omy, and “gets my strong vote.” 
Jerry Holleman, president of 
the State AFL-CIO, testified the 
bill offered a “fairer and better” 
distribution of the tax burden. 
He said that in “America’s ex- 
panding economy, ability to con- 
sume must expand in relation to 
the expansion of production or 
there will be cutbacks, men work- 
ing for less than a full day’s 
Wages, and a general weakening 
of the economy through decreased 
purchasing power. Ominous signs 
are present of just such condi- 
tions in America and they are 
here in earnest in Texas. A sales 
tax is a tax on consumption and 
thus imperils an expanding econ- 
omy.” Within the present Texas 


tax 





capacity | 


tax structure, he concluded, a 
| corporate net income tax was 
“fair and equitable.” 





YARBOROUGH BOOSTS PADRE 


AUSTIN 

Sen. Ralph Yarborough, ad- 
dressing a joint session of the leg- 
islature. advocated a national | 
park at Padre Island, indirectly 
slammed the rural bloc’s attempt | 
to cut down the cities’ legislative | 
voting strength, and advocated 
again a legislative pay raise this | 
week 

In foreign policy, he warned of 
another Munich in West Berlin 
and the defense lag behind Rus- 
He emphasized the import- 
ance of federal-state cooperation, 
adding lightly, “You fellows gen- 
erously let us raise the money— 
then you spend it.” 

On Padre Island, he said, 
“When Padre Island becomes a 
national park, Texas will really 


Sia 


‘stone of the 


and Texas will have the Yellow- 
wintertime in_ its 
own borders.” 

He said campaigning last sum- 
mer he found that six and a half 
million people in Los Angeles 
only one of 40 state sena- 


lave 


tors but eleven of California's 30 | 


U. S. congressmen and so natur- 
ally turn to the federal govern- 
ment for their needs. “... this in- 
justice is 
in California, he said. 

He again advocated legislation 
for mandatory oil import. con- 
trols and a two-cents-a-barrel oil 
tariff. 

He was accompanied to the po- 





The Week in Texas 


@ A Harris County grand jury 

continues investigating com- 
plaints of police brutality. 
year-old pipefitter said his life 
was threatened until he confessed 
to a crime, and then he was 
slapped and threatened with 
shooting again when he told offi- 
cers again he was innocent. About 
100 sheriff's deputies were 
warned by top officers they will 
be fired for brutality. 


@ Six Latin-Americans (‘of 13 

arrested) were charged with 
assault to murder or simple as- 
sault after a state liquor officer 
and a deputy sheriff were knifed 
in a beer tavern (Fairyland Dance 
Hall) near Comfort. The officers 
had just arrested three Latin- 
Americans. 


@ <A deputy sheriff driving 

down a country lane in North 
Fannin County on a tip found out 
a nudist camp attended over 
weekends by people from Fort 
Worth and Dallas. The operator 


said “We feel the sunshine helps | 


A 37-| 





us build and maintain healthy 
bedies.” Officers said there’s no 
law against it. Some area resi- 
dents knew about the camp for a 
year or so but gave it no thought, 
“figuring it was no concern of 
ours.” 
@ Atty. Gen. Will 
called a court of inquiry in 
Houston to investigate possible 
anti-trust violations by electrical 
contractors ... Gulf Oil has low- 
ered its posted price on crude oil 
seven cents a barrel in the coas- 
tal region ... Rockdale City Coun- 
cil compromised with Bell Tele- 
phone on a rate increase... 
Farmers in the Rio Grande Val- 
ley say they are resisting federal 
efforts to bring domestic migra- 
tory laborers under the same 
wage and working condition min- 
imums which now apply to Mexi- 
can bracero workers. 
@ The Travis County grand jury 
cleared John White of law- 
breaking in taking gifts from his 
state employees and advocated a 
law regulating such gifts. 


Wilson has 


winter} duced him), 


reap a harvest of tourism. 
would then become the 
playground for midwesterners, | 


wrecking states’ rights” | 


dium by Sens. Willis (who intro- 
Kazen, Baker, Her- 
ring, and Secrest, and Reps. 
Green, Hughes of Sherman, Kor- 
|ioth, Clements, Eckhardt, Har- 
| rington, Hollowell, and Kennard. 
Speaker Carr referred to him as 


He 


“a distinguished American.” 


received standing ovations at the | 


beginning and end of his speech 
and was interrupted for applause 
once, for the reference to no 
Munich in West Berlin. 


Responding to Willis’s introduc- 
tion that he had fought on the 
| battlefields of World War II and 
also “the fields of Texas for the 
common people,’ Yarborough 
said when he thinks of Sen. Rus- 
sell (D.-Ga.) he is reminded of 
Sen. Rudolph Weinert of the 
Texas Senate; Lyndon Johnson 
reminds him of Ben Ramsey, the 
Lieutenant Governor; but he 
deesn’t know anybody in the US. 
Senate quite like Willis, a man 
“of his own brand.” 


On the pay raise he said he did 
not stop working for it “just be- 
cause I knew it was unpopular in 
some quarters.” “Some of the 
powerful interests in Texas that 
are trying to tell you how to vote 
showed little concern for the leg- 
islature when they loosed their 
money-guns against the pay 
raise,” he said. 

One reference interested those 
gifted in speculation. “The littlest 
bill in any legislative body may 
discourage the free spirit, great- 
est asset of the free world,” he 
said. If this was a reference to 
pending legislation, it would seem 
to have been intended to apply to 
the measure requiring affirma- 
tions of belief in a Supreme Be- 
ing of college professors; but Yar- 
borough did not elaborate. 


He was writing the speech until 
3:30 the morning of the occasion. 

Sen. Lyndon Johnson speaks to 
the legislature Monday. 





As Coalition Forms 


(Continued from Page 1) 


| Texas's growth and _ industrial 
expansion that our tax income 
will keep up with the State's le- 


‘broad-based’ tax. I recognize 
that various persons are trying 
to make that a bad word—a syn- 
onym for ‘general sales tax.’ That, 
I submit, is sheer demagoguery.” 

The Speaker then addressed 
himself to the central problem. “I 
am aware also of the fact,” he 
said, “that a majority of the mem- 
bers of this House are committed, 
as of the last election, against a 
general sales tax. You will note 
that the revenue and taxation 


general sales tax bill which was 
introduced some time ago. 


“Yet,” the speaker continued, “I 
have found a strong sentiment 
among you for spreading this new 
tax across as much of the Texas 
economy as possible. You are cor- 
rect in believing that this is the 
only equitable solution. Texans 
do not want a plan which rewards | 
political favorites or pays off po- 
litical debts. You and I cannot 


work. 


You have told me that you ex- 
pect your Speaker to make sug- 
gestions on this tax problem. You 
have 
sonal leadership in an effort to 
arrive at a fair answer before this 
regular session ends May 12. You 
have a right to expect this, and I 
shall not hesitate to assume the 
responsibility ... I am convinced 
that we should put the cost upon | 
as broad a segment as possible— 
net just upon a few segments of 
our people or economy. We 


—crippling no one—taking into 


gitimate needs. In other words, a/| 


consideration the economic condi- 
tion of those taxed—showing no 
favoritism. 


.I recommend to this com- 
mittee that it report a bill to the 
House which includes a broad ar- 
ray of selective taxes—including, 
but not confined to, selective 
sales taxes. I would remind you 
that this type of tax is well estab- 
lished in the tax statutes of 
Texas. It is not contrary in prin- 
ciple to the tax program recom- 
mended by the Governor, inas- 
much as more than 50 per cent of 





committee has not even heard the | 


engage in this type of fancy foot- | 


asked me to assume per-| 


should spread this responsibility | 


his tax recommendations were 
for increases in existing sales 
taxes.” 


After endorsing taxes in areas 
the Governor proposed—natural 
| 6a, liquor, cigarettes, and corpor- 
ations—Carr suggested modifica- 
tions to include “most, 


if not all, 


those items presently taxed but 
omitted from his program” and 
to bring in new items and 


spread the burden so that the rate 
of tax will be less than that rec- 
ommended by the Governor.” 


Recommending a teacher pay 
raise and admonishing the House 
' not to “let anyone stampede you 
now,” Carr concluded “Whatever 
your decision may be, let us act 
on it.” 


The Governor responded to the 
Speaker’s efforts: “I was not at 
any secret meeting held by the 
Speaker and have no knowledge 
of what was agreed or proposed.” 
| As for the speech, Daniel said he 
| was “pleased that the Speaker 
has indicated he has abandoned a 
| general sales tax or an income 
tax. He should have done it 30 
He said he agrees with 
L.G. 


days ago.” 
| much of what Carr says. 








AUSTIN 
Sandwiched among its internal 
| disputes over the question of re- 
| porting the Governor’s deficit- 
| erasing program, the House rev- 
| enue and tax committee this 
| week completed its last hearing 
on the “broad-based” tax bills. 
The measure debated was a four 
per cent levy on first sale or use 
of manufactured goods proposed 
by Rep. W. T. Oliver of Port Ne- 
ches. 





In response to business criti- 
cisms of his bill, Oliver said it 
“will not prevent them from do- 
ing anything in regard to passing 
along costs to consumers that 
they are not already doing.” In 
his introductory remarks Oliver 
had said his bill is not a general 
sales tax “in the sense which I 
interpret the definition of a gen- 
eral sales tax.” He described a 
sales tax as one in which only 
the consumer pays and cannot be 
assessed at any other level. “I’m 
opposed and will continue to op- 
pose a general sales tax,” he said. 


His later remarks to the effect 
that the bill didn’t prevent manu- 
facturers from passing on the tax 
to consumers came after nine 
spokesmen for Texas companies 
appeared in opposition. Trent 
Campbell, San Antonio steel fab- 
ricator, said the bill was “unfair 
to manufacturers” because it ex- 
empted other segments of the 
business community. “It is not a 
broad enough tax. Manufacturers 
don’t make four per cent so you 
can’t get it out of us. We'll pass it 
on, if we can,” Trent said. Asked 
by committee member Bill Jones 
of Dallas what kind of tax he 
preferred, Campbell said, “a gen- 





- Oliver Tax Debated 


eral sales tax. If they don’t want 
to pay it, let them keep their 
money in their pocket.” 

George C. Darr of Dallas, rep- 
resenting Dresser Industries, said 


the Oliver bill was “hurriedly 
drawn up” and could be “ex- 
tremely dangerous.” 

In defense Oliver criticized 
other broad-based tax proposals, 
including some _ gross receipts 


taxes he himself had previously 
introduced. He said a gross re- 
ceipts tax on business penalized 
buinesses which made no profit. 

“I know the committee is aware 
that I have introduced other tax 
measures which were single shot 
gross receipts measures ... I am 
now of the opinion this would be 
one of the most unfair means of 
raising revenue,” Oliver said. He 
added he didn’t believe in the 
ability to pay approach either, 
because it “taxed a man for being 
a success. You follow it thataway, 
you're saying, let’s all be failures.” 

Oliver also said he thought his 
tax “would never reach the ulti- 
mate consumer level.” 
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Registration 
Bill Defended, 
Version OK'd 


AUSTIN 

It became clear this week 
(if there was any doubt be- 
fore) that Atty. Gen. Will 
Wilson’s decision that party 
registration is unconstitu- 
tional for primaries was a de- 
cision for which he will pay 
a considerable political price 
when and if he runs for gov- 
ernor. 

Creekmore Fath, secretar y- 
treasurer of the Democrats of 
Texas organization, which holds 
its annual state meeting in Austin 
May 23, issued an emphatic brief 
to counter Wilson's opinion which 
clobbered the Clements party 
affirmation as a condition of vot- 
ing in primaries. 

A bill restricting participation in 
party conventions cleared House 
committee this week after Rep. 
Dean Johnston, Houston, further 
criticized Wilson for the decision 
and presented Fath’s brief. Rep. 
Tony Korioth, Sherman, moved to 
accept the committee substitute 
for conventions, contrary to Rep. 
Johnston's wishes, and the con- 
vention half of the bisected bill 
was reported to the floor. 

Friday the House passed the bill 
to third reading, 90-40, with hard- 
ecre conservatives opposing. Rep. 
James Cotten said the bill was 
aimed at preventing Lyndon 
Johnson from running for presi- 
dent, which sponsor Jamie Clem- 
ents, saying he’s for Johnson for 
president, called a_ ridiculous 
charge. (Details next issue.) 

Fath’s brief cited these cases, 
among others: 

U. S. Supreme Court, in Ray 
vs. Blair: tests of party allegiance 
for candidates in direct primaries 
“protect...a party from intrusion 
by those with adverse political 
principles,” Also, in the same 
case, “In facilitating the effective 
operation of democratic govern- 
ment, a state mght reasonably 
according to party affiliations.” 

Westerman vs. Mims, Texas 
Supreme Court, on the party 
pledge on the ballot: “The in- 
tegrity of the primary...is a 
matter of constitutional concern 

.. A reasonable law ...cannot be 
considered as any abridgement 
of the right of suffrage.” 

Fath says in his seven-page 
brief: “Complying with the terms 
of H. B. 26 (the Clements bill) is 
a voluntary act of the individual 
voter. He is not barred, discrim- 
inatorily, from participating in 
party conventions or primaries, 
but the voter must assert his 
membership in the political party 
of his choice affirmatively or 
decline to so state...The volun- 
tary assertion of membership can 
in no sense operate as an addit- 
ional qualification or abridgment 
of the voter's right to suffrage.” 

Wilson ruled that the Texas 
constitution sets up qualifications 
for voters, the legislature cannot 
add to these, and requiring a 
voter to affirm his party con- 
nection before letting him vote in 
a primary would be such an 
addition. 

Wilson affirmed in an Observer 
interview last year that he does 
not believe in two-party politics 
in Texas and prefers the non- 
partisan system. 

The committee substitute pro- 
vides that persons may pertici- 
pate in a party convention if 
they have voted in the party’s 
primary and had their poll taxes 
so stamped, or if they have not 
voted in another party’s primary 
and their unstamped poll tax so 
attests. Wilson’s ruling applied 
only to primaries. “Under this 
bill,” Johnston said, “a voter 
could still go to a Republican 
convention in May and then vote 
in the Democratic primary in 
July.” 





Political aparece Poll Tax Sale 


While many _ conservative 
sources sought to work out a 
rationale for a sales tax program 
whether by that or another name 
(see story page 1), the San An- 
tonio Express backed Gov. Daniel 
against a general sales tax and 
for selective sales and gas taxes 
. San Antonio Light doubted if 
Daniel could get even a minority 
report out of the House revenue 
and tax committee for his natural 
gas tax and added that Daniel 
keeps alive the possibility of a 
sales tax by refusing to say out- 
right he would veto it ... El Paso 
Herald-Post slammed Daniel for 
suggesting a one-cent gasoline 
sales tax hike, arguing that three- 
fourths of Texas gasoline goes out 
of state on which Texas gets no 
income. “Non-Texans get it (gas- 
oline) free; Texans get stuck. 
Who sticks them? THEIR OIL- 
OWNED GOVERNMENT,” the H- 
P said in bold face type; ‘“ ‘To hell 
with Texans,’ seems to be the slo- 
gan of the legislators and offi- 
cials ...” 


The AFL-CIO newspaper com- 


mended Daniel for “effectively 
and strongly” stating the case 
against the sales tax, reprinting 


his March 16 statement in full as 
a guest editorial and also said the 
tax question is whether Texas 
pecple pay the whole bill or non- 
Texans share it. 


/ Conservative alarm at the 

turn of affairs now evidently 
in the hands of a Daniel-liberal 
House coalition was manifest in 
“The Texas Businessman” busi- 
ness advisory: “Conservative con- 
trol over statehouse affairs is be- 
ing destroyed. Business is being 
made, incredibly, into a full-scale 
scapegoat Labor-liberals can 
hardly believe it. Their delight is 
unconcealed.” 


/ Marshall Formby, ex-high- 

way commission chairman, 
tcld the AP in Plainview he’s 
slimming down to 200 pounds for 
his 1960 governor’s race . En- 
thusiasm is picking up in liberal 
circles for Walter Hall for gov- 
ernor, it is the Observer's impres- 
sion... 
litical circles of a “Shivers for 
the Senate” movement out of East 
Texas, but it may be an anti- 
Johnson plant .... Feelers indi- 
cate Tom Moore, Waco, may be 


Vv 


There's talk in Austin po- | 





seriously considering a _ second 
race for attorney general. If so it 


might be Moore vs. Waggoner 
Carr. 
/ Sen. Henry Gonzalez, San 


Antonio, now has a regular 
Sunday morning TV report in 
San Antonio. Conservative editor 
Charles Guy, Lubbock Evening 
Journal, recently wrote a column 
saying he’s a Gonzalez admirer. 
“TI respect gentlemen with guts, 
regardless of differences on pub- 
lic issues,” Guy wrote. Gonzalez 
continues to get a chilly treat- 
ment from his home-town San 
Antonio Express and News. 


/ 


/ The Jacksonville Daily Prog- 


v ress front-paged a review of 
the Observer's story on Rusk 
state mental hospital .... The 


Austin American's star reporter, 
Anita Brewer, this week began a 
series of articles on Gatesville 
state training school for boys. 

/ Fort Worth Star-Telegram 
v endorsed Rep. Isaacks’s bill to 
let school boards hire BA’s as 
teachers without _ education 
courses as a “simple and sound’”’ 








Political Intelligence 





bill to break the “ ‘professional’ 
educationists’ . Stranglehold on 
education.” The El] Paso- Herald- 
Post reprinted this approvingly. 
/ Ernest Joiner, Ralls Banner 

editor, called for passage of 
the bill to abolish capital punish- 
ment, saying “yet another mur- 
der” is no solution. “Progression 
from the dagger and heart roasted 
over an open fire to the electrical 
barbecuing of the entire body is 
known as Christian civilization,” 
he wrote. 


V 


/ Houston Post again dunned 
Vv the legislature to pass a public 
defender measure to defend “the 
rights of the individual against 
governmental tyranny” and_ to 
protect “the right of every person 
accused of crime to competent le- 
gal counsel and to present the 
best defense that he can.” 


/ A 36-member committee that 

Lubbock mayor Lennis Baker 
said “may mark the opening of a 
nationwide battle against Com- 
munist efforts to undermine 
American character and _ integ- 
rity” has been formed in Lubbock 


V 





with businessman Guy (¢ 
the chairman Tex 
America," J. Evetts Hale 
man, has mailed 
Smoot Report on ‘Infla 
cover letter shows M 
Driscoll, Midland, a 
retary, and Giles E. M 
las, vice chairman 
policy board” 
Anthony, Comanche Judley 
Dougherty, Beeville; ¢ Fan- 
nin, Sr., Fort Worth; R. A. Kil- 
patrick, Cleburne; N 

drum, Dallas; D« 

son-in-law of the ] 

Cullen, Houston; Dr 


made r f Boyd 


ter, Odessa; Dean A 
Waco; Mrs. Mar 
Antonio; Olin McW 
ville; George Schau 
mont; D. R. Sega B 
former House spea 
Senterfitt, San Sab: 


John Lee Smith, I 

Williams, Texarkar 

Wise, Houston. Texa 

the “For America’ 

committee, apart fr 

are Dr. Ernest Ar Fort 
Werth; Carlton Beal, Midland: El- 
wood Fouts, founder of “Freedom 
in Action,” Houstor fford 
Jones, Lubbock; Dar t, Dal- 
las; and E. E. Towne H 


/ A push will be made in the 
House for the hes indus- 

trial safety bill. “Texas Busine: 

man” has condemned the asure 

on grounds it will ] 

inspectors, usual 

wonder through pla land- 

ing “that this practice e modi- 

fied, this equipment 


Pri 


V 


job changed, etc. The 
bitant.” Sponsor Ct Hughes 
Says industrial 
1,000 deaths and 400,000 juries 
in Texas each year 

/ Democrats of Texas organiza- 
v tion convenes in Austin May 
23. Horace Busby writes in| 
“Texas Businessman DOT 
“by many reports has fallen onto 
dismal times.” Cree} re Fath, 
secretary-treasurer, replied when 
apprised of this he ced, 
had received 150 letté in the 
preceding four da; B said 
leadership is passing from the 
“negative” DOT to la leaders 
who he said _ are t f the 


strongarm variety 





Rural Bloc’s Plan Faces the Senate 


AUSTIN 
The Senate, in a most lackadais- 
ical week, passed, on local calen- 
dar, a bill to let people convicted 
of DWI obtain occupational 
drivers’ licenses. Another bill ap- 
proved by the Senate prohibits 
selling cars on Sunday. Sen. 
Charles Herring, opposing, asked: 
“If this is justified, why don’t we 
prohibit the sale of anything on 
Sunday?” The Senate also de- 
bated Sen. Krueger's bill to cut 
out the first week of unemploy- 
ment compensation and raise the 
weekly payments from $28 to $33 
a week. 


Friday the Senate defeated an 
effort by Sen. Herring to restore 
the first week of eligibility, raised 
the Krueger- proposed weekly 
maximum from $33 to $35, and 
passed the bill over to the House. 


Although there does not seem 
to be intensive interest in the 
House-passed limit on big-city 
representation over on the Senate 
side, only eight votes have been 
ccunted firmly against it, and 
eleven would be required. Should 
it approach passage, a filibuster 
would be possible. The eight are 
Baker, Houston; Gonzalez, San 
Antonio; Parkhouse, Dallas; and 
Willis, Fort Worth—the four big- 
city men; Phillips, Angleton; Se- 





crest, Temple; Reagan, Corpus; 
and Fuller, Port Arthur. 

The House heard a spirited ex- 
change in which Gov. Daniel was 
accused of inconsistency in advo- 
cating ability-to-pay taxes and 
the higher gasoline sales tax idea. 
Rep. Dugas, Orange, condemned 
Daniel's “new one cent tax on the 
little man.” Rep. Strickland, San 
Antonio, agreed, saying it was 
time to quit “heaping inequity on 
inequity” with such taxes. Rep. 
Green, Fort Worth, said Daniel is 
inconsistent in pointing to the 
gasoline tax when he has come 
out numerous times against a 
general sales tax. Green suggested 
the difference between a general 
and a special sales tax is “politi- 
cal expediency.” 

The House refused, 73-65, to in- 
struct state affairs to report out 
the REA bill to protect co-ops in 
annexed areas. Subsequently the 
committee sent the bill to sub- 
committee. Another vote may be 
called for. 

Much significant legislation lies 
in subcommittees to which it has 


been consigned with knowing 
smiles. For example, the loan 
shark legislation, Rep. Criss 


Cole’s plan for state regulation as 
well as the bill by Reps. Don 
Kennard, Tony Korioth, and 
Franklin Spears to set a 36 per- 





cent annual interest limit, still 
lies prostrate in a five-member 
subcommittee headed Rep 
James Turman, Gobe It has 


been there a mont! 


The Bell “state aid to Lyndon’”’ 
bill to let Sen. Johr 


inated for the Senate before the 
1960 presidential con has 
now been in subcommittee more 
than two months. Rey Ronald 
Bridges, Corpus Christi, says he 
plans to seek a comp! ise to get 
the bill out. A hearing is set 
Wednesday. 

In an interview, Rep. Louis. An- 
derson, Midland, defended his 
$150 million a year tax bill of a 
three percent corporat income 
tax, one percent individual in- 
come tax, and one percent genera! 
sales tax. It would, derive about 
equal amounts of mons from 
each source, he said, adding the 
biil attempts to track thé “only 
sound method of taxing, ability to | 
pay.” 

Senate committees killed a 
strict jail standards act; approved 
a bus license fee cut; killed the 
Parkhouse bill to let free games 
be registered on pinball maci:ines; 


approved (without permitting to 
testify waiting witnesses, includ- 
ing Dr. Bailey Carroll) a bill to 
require teaching Texas history in 


~| lector-assessor to 


~ Limitation Bill 
= Starts Dispute 


AUSTIN 

A measure to restrict the sale 
xr collection of poll taxes and 
thereby reduce the number sold 
to members of various organi- 
zations, including unions, Negroes, 
and Latin-Americans, and civic 
and veterans organizations, ran 
into trouble in the House coun- 
ties committee Wednesday. The 
committee sent House Bill 732, 
by Rep. Raymond Russell of San 
Antonio, to a subcommittee where 
it will get magnifying glass in- 
spection, 

Russell told the committee the 
bill was designed to “cure abuses 
and inequities in voting” and 
that he was trying to outlaw what 


he called “hip pocket” sale of 
poll tax receipts. Russell said 
“there had been instances where 


of these people had gone 
by a graveyard and taken the 
names off tombstones.” 

Rep. Dean Johnston of Houston 
wanted to know exactly what 
a hip pocket poll tax deputy is 
Johnston was formerly secretary 
of the Harris County Democratic 
executive committee, which the 
liberals control. Many of the 
Harris County Democrats are 
volunteer poll tax deputies, as 
aie also members of the League of 
Women Voters, Houston Junior 
Chamber of Commerce, unions, 
and civic clubs, and individuals 
liberal and conservative 


some 


Russell told Johnston that he 
was referring to people who were 
not qualified to sell poll taxes 
He said he was trying to get 
at “the unscrupulous. peddler” 
and didn’t want to see any 
special ‘nterest groups _ sell 
poll taxes “at the expense of 


other groups.” 

Rep, Zeke Zbranek of Daisetta. 
chairman of the committee, asked 
Russell “Isn't it that you don't 
want them to sell them to people 
who'd vote ‘wrong’?” 

Rep. Jerome Jones of Galveston 
asked Russell if his bill. wouldn't 
put a stop to the selling of poll 


taxes in industrial plants and re- 
strict the activities of such or- 
ganizations as the League of 


Women Voters and the Jaycees. 
Russell said he believed it would 
stop the sale of -poll taxes at 
industrial plants, but not in banks 
or grocery stores. 

Trueman O'Quinn, conservative 
| chairman of the Travis County 
, | Semewnniie executive committee, 
| appeared in support of Russell's 
bill. O’Quinn was a strong fol- 
lower of Allan Shivers. So was 
| Russell. 

He said he liked the bill be- 
| cause it authorized the tax col- 
appoint “re- 


sponsible” people to collect poll 


| . . 
s | taxes; it put them in a fixed place 
| 


—like a bank lobby or a grocery 
| store; it required them to post a 
surety bond written by a bonding 
company. 





| state colleges; approved bills to 
make it easier to prosecute pan- 
derers and fix the maximum pen- 
alty for burglary at night at life 
in prison; cleared 9-6 the state 
tourism bill over Sen. Park- 
house's charge it’s one of the stu- 
pidest pieces of legislation ever; 
approved an underground water 
district in the Edwards limestone; 
killed a bill to give the Railroad 
over 


| Commission more authority 
| pipeline companies. 
House committees okayed Rep. 
Kennard’s new tuberculosis law 
| code, outlawing property taxes on 
motor vehicles, and letting the 
| highway department set speed 
limits, and subcommitteed Rep. 
| Jimmy Day's bill to let wages be 
| garnished 20 percent. 
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Let those flatter who fear, it is not an American art_—]EFFERSON 





And = Again 


Commenting as harshly on the Gov- 
ernor’s double-talk on sales taxes as 
the people’s interest requires, we 
would also pause now to acknowledge 
some excellent results of his recent 
public acts. 


In the first place he has scotched 
the skillful verbal hypocrisy of the 
general sales taxers. The term ‘on 
which they settled, “broad based tax,” 
turns out to mean a tax on the broad 
base of the backs of the people. Gov- 
ernor Daniel himself used this term 
betore he realized what the Shivers 
speech writers meant by it; he has 
now discredited it and has directed 
the debate toward the only j 
ciple of taxation, Ability to | 
s a substantial achievement 

The extent to which this has irri- 
tated the right wing, by the way, was 


ot . 
‘av. This 


af 7 y 
Ust rin- 
‘ 


manifest in Speaker Carr’s little flip 
in his speech this week? Calling a 
broad based tax a sales tax 1s dema- 
goguery, said the demagogue 

Governor Daniel has also helped 
form, and has reinforced, the will of 
the House of Representatives against 
1 general sales tax by its proper or by 
any other name. One result was ob- 


vious this week: creeping anemia for 


the Strickland “gross deceits” tax. 
What tax, after all, could survive 
such a telling re-labeling as Daniel 
gave this one? 

Another substantial service Gov- 
ernor Daniel has rendered is focusing 
the attention of the legislature on the 
profits of the major firms. Beholden 
politicians are as leery of asking for 
such information as a_ sheriff's 
friends hate to ask him what he did 
with the booze he _ confiscated, but 
how can the legislators decide whether 
a tax is burdensome unless they know 
the profits of the industry affected? 

linally, for the first time since the 
mid-thirties a Governor has said 
enough, as Governor, to stir the peo- 
ple to an awareness of the corporate 
control of their state government. The 
result has been a quickening of public 
interest in the Austin tax fight and 
growing public opposition to the gen- 
eral sales tax. 

It is the duty of state legislators 
who wish to help the people to defeat 
those parts of Price Daniel’s program, 
specifically his noisome selective sales 
taxes, which are just as bad, dollar 
for dollar, as a general sales tax. 
Meantime let us also give him the 
credit that is due him. 


She Ssaachs Pill 


Kep. Maud Isaacks’ bill to permit 
school boards to hire college gradu- 
ates at teachers in junior and sen- 
ior high schools is the first step the 
state should take to restore subject- 
matter integrity to the public schools. 

Present standards enforced by the 
State Board of Education require 
teachers to take 24 hours—that is, 
eight separate college courses — in 
“education,” or, as Dean L. D. Has- 
kew of the University of Texas col- 
lege of education insists, in “how to 
teach.” The means that the permanent 
teacher in Texas public schools is re- 
quired at present to spend one fifth of 
all the time in college (eight courses 
of the forty required for graduation) 
in learning “how to teach” when in 
fact any reasonably intelligent person 
who really knows a subject can teach 
it. People who spend these precious 
urses on how to teach lose just 


: 
ate ¢? - 
2ignt ce 


or a 


We were much taken with four or 
five paragraphs in Lyndon Johnson’s 
Wednesday night speech in Austin 
The theme was that the people of the 
world do not want war, they want 
food, health, and hope. We throw 
away shoes men of other lands would 
consider blessings, Johnson said; we 
add game rooms while other people 
would thank their god for our car 
shelters; we fume over the price of 
penicillin while men in other lands 
wait for a tablet of quinine. “There is 
between us—and the billions of this 
earth—a gulf that we must close,” he 
said. 

This is true. Unfortunately John- 
son left the matter glittering in gener- 


that much knowledge of what to 


teach. 


Practice teaching is a good thing as 
a rule for a prospective teacher, but 
the school boards should have the au- 
thority to hire people who don’t need 
it. Teaching children in the first few 
grades also poses special problems; a 
few education courses on teaching 
technique would have a value, if they 
were not drowned in the empire- 
building curricula of the professional 
educators. 


Haskew has written, in the course 
of opposing the Isaacks bill, “Most 
people seriously interested in becom- 
ing good teachers will take education 
anyhow.” Fine !—let them if they like, 
(as not one out of ten would), and let 
school boards decide whether to hire 
college graduates on the same basis 
universities hire them. 


ecourse 


alities, concluding from such a begin- 
ning that “education” is “the front- 
line” of foreign affairs, which is plau- 
sibly absurd. The terrible moral 
meaning of this gulf must lead us 
straight to more economic foreign aid 
and comprehensive development pro- 
grams for the backward nations in 
the social and economic contexts they, 
not we, require. With Keats the spirit 
of the world’s oppressed cries out “O 
for a recourse somewhat human, inde- 
pendent of the great Consolations of 
Religion and undepraved Sensations 
—of the Beautiful—the poetical in all 
things—O for a Remedy against such 
wrongs within the pale of the 
World!” 
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And Wha’d’-ya Get? 


AUSTIN 

Kenneth McCalla, the railroad lob- 
byist in our “city of the violet crown,” 
as O. Henry used to call it, wanders 
these days from committee hearing to 
committee hearing, forebearing as pa- 
tiently as a man of his parts and in- 
terests can, considering the burdens of 
explaining things to people with polit- 
ical prejudices. One afternoon this 
week I saw him sighing down the 
shaded walk from the Capitol to Con- 
gress Avenue, and the strange thought 
how a natural man leaving a pink 
granite building can be the same thing 
as tracks, switches, flashing red lights, 
and freight cars; how he can speak 
with one voice for hundreds of boards 
of directors and annual profit state- 
ments—this strange thought suffused 
the green spring day, an understand- 
ing of the way it is in politics. Mc- 
Calla is not deluded about his work; 
he is even realistic. When he appeared 
before a House committee to testify 
against a bill to let the Railroad Com- 
mission decide whether public conven- 
ience requires passenger trains be- 
tween, say, Houston and Austin, he 
did not repeat, but he echoed, “Let the 
public be damned !”, demanding of the 
representatives, “How much _ public, 
and how much convenience?” But he 
knew, too, that the public might like a 
little convenience, even if his clients 
do prefer they be damned, and he 
closed apologetically : “Let me be hon- 
est with you. I sing the song of him 
whose cake I eat ... My views are the 
views of those who have retained 
me.” At another hearing this week he 
displayed a_ similarly transcendent 
perspective. The truckers, as you 
know, have been having a good ses- 
sion, the Senate passing their bill to 
raise the truck load limit on the pub- 
lic highways td 72,000 pounds. Jim 
Taylor, the truckers’ lobbyist, makes a 
fine, colored-brochure case before the 
committees, most of whose members 
were plied with campaign contribu- 
tions from one side or the other last 
summer and like to hear a good case 
made for the decision they have al- 
ready made. Old Kenneth McCalla, 
he could tell the way the wind blew: 
after all, they’d voted to quit at 11:30 
that night, and then put him on at 
11:10, hadn’t they? So he fell into the 
nostalgia of experience. Many years, 
he said, the trucks had come forward 
with bills raising load limits. There 
had been no public clamor for any of 
them. And now again, 72,000 pounds 
they want. That’s 36 tons. “Thirty 


six tons and wha’d’-ya get? More 
broken roads and deeper in debt.” 
Well, he was entitled to a sigh or 
two as he strolled down the walk. 
Doesn't he know? He knows. He has 
so many junior lobbyists they spy on 
each other. One senator told me at 
lunch the other day a railroad lobby- 
ist came up to him and said, “We 
know you're not committed on this 
bill, but we hope Naturally he 
asked how he knew that. “Oh, we 
have spies among the truckers,” he 
said. A truckers’ lobbyist told the 
same senator the attention is recipro- 
cal. If you don’t carry a tape recorder 
in this town you’re not with it. Well. 
I started out to say that Kenneth Mc- 
Calla, who is so patient with all these 
legislators, told them a few weeks ago 
it was an outrage the way some of the 
papers said the legislators don’t work 
hard: They do! he said uprightly, de- 
fending the honor of the Knights be- 
fore King Arthur’s Court. And what 
paper had dared say not? he was 
asked. Well, he hadn’t meant anything 
specific, but why not ?—the Observer, 
he said (take that and that). I want 
to tell him that if we didn’t say it, we 
should have. What made me decide 
was two speeches they let take up 
their time, one by some square who’s 
so excited about Joe Stalin he wants 
the legislature to pass a law against 
him, and another by a distinguished 
former poo-bah whose message, re- 
grettably, I cannot convey to you, as I 
had to leave. I would not say the boys 
are not working; it is a question of 
who they are working over. The Sen- 
ate committees deliberate with all the 
grace, courtesy, and circumspection 
of one of Kenneth McCalla’s night 
freight trains. The House revenue 
and tax committee questioning a wit- 
ness who is not wholeheartedly en- 
thusiastic about a general sales tax 
sounds less like an interested discus- 
sion than one of those same freights 
when the engine jerks forward echo- 
ing rusty pistol shots along the coup- 
lings. The reactionaries in the House 
are so desperate, they’ve revived the 
Shivers clique and named Waggoner 
Carr their Leader. All this is likely 
why Kenneth McCalla has taken so 
little trouble to conceal his exhaustion 
—this combined with the fact so dis- 
couraging to any good business lobby- 
ist that the Daniel-liberal coalition has 
the votes in the House. How did that 
happen? Fifteen years, McCalla 
sighs ; now this. Let’s hope the cake is 
compensation enough. R.D. 
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(“God knows we have a just cause, 
and a very very dangerous tyrant who 
must be stopped.” Letter from Frank- 
lin Jones transmitting the column be- 
low.—Id. ) 


MARSHALL 

To pass the time away, a few con- 
stant Democrats of a distinct liberal 
stripe turned to the lively topic of the 
1960 party sweepstakes. There were 
present a county official, a laborer, a 
labor representative, an insurance ag- 
ent, and the usual scattering of law- 
yers. The ball bounced swiftly from 


"man to man. 


“Now Stevenson,” began a good 
friend of the writer, “can’t put him- 
self over to the average people. He 
simply talks above their heads. The 
words and terms he uses are too high 
toned for most people. Now I under- 
stand him perfectly, but the average 
man does not.” 

The natural reply came immedi- 
ately: “Who in hell told you you're 
above average?” After laughter the 
theme of an illustrious member of the 
legislature was advanced. Stevenson 
did not use language that was in- 
volved, esoteric, or beyond ordinary 
comprehension. The trouble was he 
spoke truthfully of existing perils and 
demanded that his listeners engage in 
the painful process of thought. Our 
people simply preferred not to face 
what he had to say and to accept the 
comforting father image furnished by 
the opposition. 

“With that damned Sputnik in 
space, and poor old Ike just about as 
far gone, and him unable to furnish a 
coherent sentence in his press inter- 
views,” another speaker held forth, 
“why the American people are waking 
up to one of the worst snow jobs ever 
perpetrated, and brother! they want 
some solid sense for a change of diet.” 


THE DISCUSSION then 


took a turn which suggests the remark 


that sex and Lyndon Johnson are the 
two most over-discussed subjects in 
Texas. “Anyway,” the uncommon un- 
derstander began pontifically, “you 
can forget all that. Lyndon will be the 
nominee. He can’t be beaten. Just stop 
and figure. He has the whole REA 
movement behind him. They love him 
and will work for him to a man. Then 
you take Congress. He controls every 
member, and every Texas congress- 
man will work for him. No, gentle- 
men, you are wasting time speaking of 
anyone but Lyndon for the job. Now 
some people like to fight, just to be 
fighting’”—(at this point the writer 
detected a glance in his direction)— 
“but I demand a reasonable chance to 
win before I fight. Leave him alone 
or you will hurt yourself and the 
party.” 


“But what about his hook-up with 
Brown & Root, what about the place 
he had his heart attack, what about 
his TV permits, what about his politi- 
cal theft of the 1948 election, what 
about what he did to the Democrats at 
Dallas, Fort Worth, and San An- 
tonio?’”” came an irate response. But 
no one replied; to the contrary, more 
questions flowed like shudders around 
the room: 


“Yes, and so help me, he stood right 
there behind the platform at Dallas 
and told his college roommate if he 
did not pull Mrs, Frankie Randolph 
out of the contest for national com- 
mitteewoman, he would see that he 
never received a deserved appoint- 
ment as federal judge. He is as cruel 
and autocratic as any despot ever 
was.” 

“The worst part of that is he was 
trying to put a woman in who had 
supported Eisenhower.” 

“What makes you think he didn’t 
want Eisenhower to win in 1956? 
You think he would have things like 
he has if Stevenson had won?” 

“What about San Antonio when his 


. LYNDON JOHNSON AND 1960 


crowd put posses all over the pla 
and they bodily threw an ailing e» 
senator out to keep him from speal 
ing?” 

“Yes. Are we going to give up the 
democratic process like those jelly 
spined senators have done and accep! 
one-man rule? Why in the Chicag 
convention everybody but him might 
as well have stayed home. He wo 
n't go up there without putting ever) 
body under his single control. If 
are going to do this for Los Angele 
why not just do away with the 196 
conventions and send him on up?’ 


THE LONE vocal 
fender of the senator finally broke 
to say, “Just the same gentlemen, 
will be the nominee. Look at N 
week and the national press. You 
can’t beat him and had better accey 
the fact.” 

My sinking spirits were resu 
tated when a young, vigorous, 
successful officeholder rose to 
heatedly, “There just ain’t no boss 
big he can’t be beat. I never saw ar 
body I thought couldn’t be beat, ar 
don’t expect to. Newsweek? WI! 
they had old Kruschev’s picture wher 
Lyndon’s was, and he didn’t win 
elections over here.” 

“And,” came a_ reinforcement 
“Time Magazine said Dewey was ¢ 
ing to be elected.” 

“The people who believe in true 
mocracy ought to fight this thing « 
for a_ free convention in 1960,’ 
speaker said. “Go to your home 
tricts and look up unlabeled Den 
crats who believe in representatiy 
government, and see if we can’t hay 
some of it in our own party in 1960 

“Well,” I thought as I ambled ou 
of the meeting, “if somebody sent 
a snakeskin filled with arrowhead 
he got it back full of powder and bu 
lets.” 

FRANKLIN JON 





Waggoner Carr Gets 


AUSTIN 

There has been substantial specula- 
tion along pressrow and in the legisla- 
tive corridors as to the author of the 
crisp little speech Speaker Waggoner 
Carr made to the House this week. 
This reporter found some _ who 
thought it reminiscent of the public 
twangs of a recently defeated sena- 
torial candidate and others who traced 
its lineage back to a recent unlamented 
governor. Both could be right and, for 
that matter, could point to the same 
speech writer, author of many a con- 
servative turn of phrase in these parts. 

Of greater significance was the tim- 
ing of the speech, suggesting as it did 
Mr. Carr’s rather frantic responsive- 
ness tothe voice of industry. On 
Tuesday, a “secret” Austin hotel 
meeting between our (you know, 
Our) Speaker and various gentlemen- 
of-business to discuss the impasse on 
taxes; on Wednesday morning, 
scarcely before the late-comers had 
found their seats, a call to arms by 
the same Speaker to the state’s assem- 
bled representatives. One could almost 
judge the whole affair as indiscreet. 
Our Speaker surely will never incur 
many bruises in his shanks if he 
continues to respond to passing indus- 
trial spurs as spiritedly as he has on 
this occasion. Even Harding wasn’t 
as nervous. 

But speed was really all the speech 
had. Mr. Carr pleasantly, almost 
plaintively, praised the revenue and 
tax committee for its efforts and sug- 
gested, as cordially as possible, that 
perhaps now we should all go forward 
together on taxes. With a bit of fancy 
footwork, he deplored fancy footwork 
as demagoguery. The jibe at the Gov- 
ernor doubtless had the secondary 
purpose of stiffening legislative 
spines against further criticisms from 
the executive mansion which, most 
agree, are certain to continue. There 
was a stiff-upper-lip, almost petulant 


defense of “broad-based” taxes again. 
There was also an interesting refer- 
ence to the possibility of more selec- 
tive sales taxes, suggesting a second 
line of defense to which the ultra- 
conservatives can repair if defeated 
on the general sales tax question. It 
was almost as if the Speaker was say- 
ing he didn’t have time for the Gov- 
ernor’s patchwork tax program be- 
cause he was busy piecing together his 
own patchwork. 


In sum, not an impressive speech, 
especially when considered from the 
standpoint of its obvious intent—to 
form the basis for some sort of legis- 
lative majority to bring in a “broad 
thin tax treating everyone fairly,” i.e. 
a general sales tax. 


THE WHOLE AFFAIR 
—the hurry-up meeting of business 
leaders with the House Speaker, the 
puppet-like response in a speech less 
than 24 hours later, the lack of im- 
pact on the House members them- 
selves—all these point to the central 
meaning of this session of the legis- 
lature: the conservative leadership 
cannot deliver the goods. The reason 
is after all quite simple—you just 
can’t get reelected if you voted for a 
sales tax. Though every conservative 
in sight has been running away from 
this fact all session, the gruesome 
truth hangs over the assembly like an 
unwanted cloud. The members simply 
can’t see the Speaker through the 
mist. This explains the splitting off 
into various conservative factions, the 
directionless drift that has character- 
ized the session. A handful of con- 
servatives, either because they’re from 
“safe” districts or because they just 
don’t know any better, are mouthing 
the old phrases and waiting for the 
old fast shuffle to begin. A sizable 
portion of this small group is on the 


revenue and tax committee, which 


a Spurring 


helps explain why that panel ha 
drifted off to starboard while the ré 
of the House has gently eased to port 
The average house member wi! 
knows he is_ elected by housewiv: 
and husbands of housewives is in 
mood to follow Republican tax theo: 
ies when most of his constituents « 
trading stamps and not stock cert 
cates. 


Were it not for the public 
sciousness of the oil giant in 
midst, a general sales tax might 
saleable; but as long as the averags 
Texan suspects the oil majors hav 
been getting away with murder 
these years and as long as he kn 
there is no state corporate net inco! 
tax, he'll scalp a legislator who \ 
for a sales tax. Reps. Blanchar 
Jones, Roberts, Cook—the most 
spoken sales taxers on the tax cor 
mittee—may not know this, but 
rest of the House does. Even Frat 
Seeligson, veteran though he may 
is courting political disaster in 
hometown San Antonio by plumpii 
so cavalierly for a sales tax. 

All of which leads to the fact tl 
the legislature has been driven by p: 
litical reality to accept a liberal pos 
tion on tax matters, at least to the e» 
tent that most members can now 
classed as anti-sales taxers. This cir 
cumstance explains why the Cari 
Ramsey-Standard Oil Company show 
is not on the road, why hotel confer 
ences are becoming popular in Austin 
why a melancholy Speaker is trying t 
locate some tenable middle ground be 
tween the tax committee conserva 
tives and the anti-sales tax rural con 
servatives and moderates, and why) 
in total, there is no such thing as a 
tax program yet that has a chance of 
passage. 





ONE WOULD THINK 
the liberals might have a program to 








To Make 
The Bragging 
More Honest 


AUSTIN 





Ve find,” said rank L. Noakes, 
rman of the Joint United States 
Trade Union Committee, 
farm employers in other parts 
country are shocked when they 
the true labor conditions pre- 
in areas like the lower Rio 
Valley of Texas.” 


ice farm employers, even in other 
of the country, have never been 
yvned as champions of higher 
shorter hours, and greater se- 
for farm laborers, the condi- 
hich shock them must be de- 
indeed, and ought to be a 
- of burning concern to legisla- 
to businessmen and chambers of 
merce, to the newly recreated 
<as Industrial Commission, and to 
hose who are devoted to the idea 
ertising Texas as a land of milk 
ney, riches and fun, opportun- 

| prosperity. 


ler the terms of a bill which 1s 
essing through the legislature, 
e going to advertise the attrac- 

f our state to induce businesses 
tourists to come in greater num- 
We will be spending money for 
poses we never spent tax money 
efore, so maybe we ought to be 
hat what we have to advertise is 
th advertising and that the visitors 
are hoping to attract don't go 
e and tell about the skeletons in 
- closets instead of the Cadillacs in 


garages. 


Milton Plumb, who has done con- 
lerable research as a member of 
U.S. section of the Joint United 
tates-Mexico Trade Union Commit- 
tee, recently told what some of those 
nditions are. For example, a group 

* Mexican workers in the Lower 
Grande Valley were found to be 
raging only 16 cents an hour for a 
uur week, although the agreement 
etween the United States and Mex- 
on bracero labor is supposed to 
irantee them at least 50 cents per 
even the rate which had been 

iid to the wetback laborers who en- 
‘ed this country illegally in response 
the call from Valley growers had 
n 25 cents per hour, Plumb noted. 


6H0)-hye 


“With the exception of the New 
Times” and a few—very few— 
papers, says Noakes, publica- 

ns have not printed “any really sig- 

ant information about the bra- 
program for several years. Cer- 

this cannot be excused on 
nds that it isn’t news. For color, 

1 drama, international intrigue, 

id economic impact, the story of the 

),000 Mexican workers a year who 

ss our border to help harvest our 

rops is hard to beat. Yet, not only 
pers in the East, but the press gen- 
lly, have ignored it. The undis- 
ted evils connected with the Mexi- 
ontract labor program thrive on 
resulting ignorance.” 


he undisputed evils of unprotected 
[exas-born citizen migrant farm la- 
also thrive on this ignorance of 
is going on among thousands of 

own people. 
‘ we can spend thousands of dol- 
brag about ourselves, maybe 
> can spend a few more to find out 
facts about migrant laborers’ con- 
ms. It might make the bragging 
omewhat easier and more honest 
Av HIEKEN 
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later on. 





But the only audible sounds 
from that direction are articulate ex- 
cuses as to, why such a program could- 
n't pass. It is hard to hear these lib- 
eral excuses; the sounds are over- 
whelmed by the steady hum of con- 
servatives explaining to lobbyists why 
they can’t pass their program. —L.G. 
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An Odious 
Comparison 


AUSTIN 

(Says the Speaker of the Texas House, Waggoner Carr: “I will not 
support a sales tax, but we need a broad-based tax. Among the pro- 
posals I have encouraged ... is Strickland’s bill." Says Dallas News 
political editor Allen Duckworth: “Some of those who repudiate a 
sales tax by that name may be willing to go along with it if it is 
called a Good Ole Charlie Brown tax, a Golden Rule Tax, or some- 
thing else.” 

(The sole acknowledged general sales tax bill introduced in this 
session of the legislature is Frates Seeligson’s H. B 739. Mainly be- 
cause it has the sales tax label, the measure is accorded very little 
chance of House passage. However, wide publicity has centered on 
H. B. 727, authored by Seeligson’s fellow San Antonian, R. L. Strick- 
land, and called a “Texas Occupation Tax for Education.” The Strick- 
land measure levies a series of selective sales taxes, including a % 


| Outside Club in Houston, for sell- 


|}ture at the club was “weird” and 


| the vice squad officer who had 





sy A corporation court judge re- 

versed a $10 conviction of 
| Matthias Reese, 27, red bearded, 
| one-time partner in the beatnik 


ing pizza without a license. He 
also sustained objections when 
closed in on the club said sculp- 


a Negro drummer was “beating a 
weird tune.” Reese and his part- 
ner (also fined $10, now on ap- 
peal) sold their club to Roberto 
(Pucho) Oggando, ex-champ jit- 
terbugger of Argentina and now 
operator of Pucho’s Purple Onion 
on Farnin in Houston. 


of one percent increase in the natural gas tax 


to raise $2 million, but 


the bulk of its revenue is derived from the bill's Article Nine, which 


seeks to raise $70 million annually through an “occupation tax.” Since 
any tax, regardless of its title, 
scope, terms and methods of enforcement,the Observer here compares 
passages from Seeligson’s sales tax and Strickland’s occupation tax. 
—Ed.) 

Article Nine of the Strickland bill runs to 19 pages; the Seeligson 
bill is 20 pages long. Precise duplications appear in the wording and 
punctuation of both bills, beginning with the opening subsections 
dealing with definitions and continuing throughout. A random sample 
of examples from the first five pages of definitions and exemptions in 


Seeligson Bil Strickland Bil 


Sec. la. Definitions Sec. la. Definitions 

(a) “Sales Tax” means the tax} (a) “Occupation Tax” means 
imposed by Section 3 of this the tax imposed by Section 3 
Act. of this Article. 

(b) “Use Tax” means the tax (b) “Use Tax” means the tax 


imposed by Section 4 of this imposed by Section 4 of this 
Act. Article. 


After further definitions of such terms as “Taxpayer,” “Retail Sale,” 
“Purchase,” and “Retailer,” which run to over three pages, both bills 
devote Section 2 to the description of exemptions. For instance: 


There are exempted from the There are 
taxes imposed by this Act the|taxes imposed by 
purchase price from the sale of| purchase price from the sale of 
and the storage, use, or other con- | and the storage, use, or other con- 
sumption in this State of tangible | sumption in this State of tangible | 
personal property the purchase| personal property the purchase 
price from the sale of which, or | price from the sale of which, or | 
the storage, use, or other con-!the storage, use, or other con- 
sumption of which is fifty cents| sumption of which is fifty cents 
(50c) or less. | (50e) or less. 


exempted from 


It will be noticed that although Strickland’s paragraph above oc-| national Ladies’ 


curs in an “Article,” he refers to “This Act,” exactly as Seeligson does 
in Seeligson’s “Act.” 


The vital elements of both bills are contained in Sec. 3 defining the | most a month, and the pickets 


tax to be imposed and Sec. 4 specifying that the consumer is to pay 
the tax. In both instances, Seeligson’s bill, using the words “sales tax,” 
disposes of the matter in a sentence or two. To achieve the same end, 
the Strickland “occupation tax” uses four paragraphs of explanation 
in Sec. 3 and seven additional paragraphs in Sec. 4. 


Sec. 3 


; Texas for 
;' i 
explains itself in its definitions, of 


| 
' 
| 


|“For several 


sv John Howard Griffin, author 
of The Devil Rides Outside, 
p hes been “roughing it” in West 


“I've been shot at thousands of 
times,” said the ex-Ranger; but 
he’s been hit only once ... A Ne- 
gro, 101 years, he said, used his 
1873" rifle to shoot one teen-age 
boy of four who appeared at his 
door; all four have been charged 
with conspiracy to rob ... A 
driver who admits he didn’t dim 
his lights as he came up behind a 
car between Houston and Galves- 
ton was stopped by the three men 
in the other car, cut on the arm 
with a knife, kicked and stomped, 
and the windows of his car 
broken out ... In Crosby County, 
a sheriff who has admitted theft 
from the county was named city 
marshall in the town of Lorenzo. 
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several months doing 
research on a new book, Land 
Full of Sky, a history of the Per-| 
mian Basin sponsored by the | 
First National Bank of Midland. 
months I've been 
living in a bedroll. I've been bath- 
ing in stock tanks,” he said. 


= Van Cliburn and his parents 
‘3 stopped in Abilene en route 
to Kilgore. “I'm a legal resident of 
Kilgore. I don’t intend for that to 
ever change,” Van Cliburn said. 
His mother said, “We hate to miss 





church, but we'll go tonight -in 


Kilgore. They're Baptists. 


sy John Graves, 82, winged an | 
escaping prisoner in Abilene. | 
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vv Two more Galveston night 

club operators were jailed for 
contempt of court for reopening 
against court orders, bringing to 
about 25 the number who have 
been jailed in Atty. Gen. Will Wil- 
son's crackdown .... Seven of 





eight Abilene pool halls have} 
been closed because the city at- | 
torney has decided to enforce the | 
state law against public pool halls. | 
The eighth is a “private club,” its | 
owner says ... The mayor of EI | 
Paso, Raymond Telles, 
County Judge Woodrow 


Bean | 


threatened to withhold $14,000 in| 


Weird Tunes and Two Editors 


County funds from a municipal 
golf course unless the city gave 
him course passes for his friends. 
Bean replied the friends were 
sports writers and the threat 
charge was “ridiculous.” 


4 Robb Burlage, Texan editor 

in the liberal tradition, was 
booted out because he has accum- 
ulated six parking tickets over a 
period of two years in violation of 
the rules for students engaged in 
extra-curricular activities. His 
series on the University faculty 
was just getting started. He was 
asking whether “a silent genera- 
tion faculty” is developing, sitting 
at the feet of the administration. 
“It disturbs us, for instance,” he 
was writing, “that a senior fac- 
ulty member at UT states, ‘Fac- 
ulty morale here is the lowest it 
has been in the 18 years I’ve been 
associated with the University’.” 
From this point, however, the se- 
ries had to be taken up and fin- 
ished by another student journal- 


| ist. Burlage stoutly insists that as 


far as he can aver there was no 
dirty work at the crossroads. The 
disciplinary committee vote was 
three faculty members to bar him 
from the Texan and two students 
to let him stay on. 


*¢ Editor Ernest Joiner of Ralls 

Banner said he’s received 
hundreds of letters and 100 sub- 
scriptions since Time Magazine 
wrote him up a couple of weeks 
ago. 





(A report on the continuing 
garment workers’ strike in 
San Antonio.—E4.) 

SAN ANTONIO 
members of the _ Inter- 
Garment Work- 
ers’ Union have been on strike 
against Tex-Son company for al- 


The 


are still walking on Jack White 
Way not far from the Plaza 
Hilton Hotel. 

They have been manhandled by 
police. Some of them have been 
arrested and charged with abusive 


Sec. 3. Imposition of Sales Tax. | 
There is hereby imposed upon | 
each separate sale at retail of tan- | 
gible personal property within 
this State a tax of one and one 
half per cent (1 %%) of the pur- 
chase price, which tax shall be 
collected by the vendor from the 
purchaser and shall be paid over | 
to the State as herein provided. 


Imposition and rate of 
occupation tax. For the privilege 
of selling tangible personal prop- 
erty at retail, a tax is hereby im- 
posed upon all retailers at the 
rate of one percent (1%) of the 
gross receipts of any retailer from 
the sale of all tangible personal 
property sold at retail in this 


| State. 


(a) Reimbursement. The tax 


| hereby imposed shall be collected | 
by the retailer from the consumer | 
insofar as it can be done. 


language, disturbing the peace, 
and other such infractions. Eggs 
have been thrown, one of them 
{hitting Harold Franzel, president 
of the garment company, Non- 
union workers have been coming 
to work in taxicabs at company 
lexpense, and the company has 
widened its search for more such 
workers to some small towns in 


(b) Unlawful advertising. It is 
unlawful for any retailer to ad- 


| vertise or hold out or state to the 


| public or to any 


customer, di- 
rectly or indirectly, that.the tax 
or any part thereof will he as- 
sumed or absorbed by the retailer 
or that it will not be added to the 
selling price of the property sold 


|}or that if added it or any part 


| thereof will be refunded ... 


(E) Presumptions and Resale 
Certificates: 

(1) Presumption of taxability; 
resale certificates. For the pur- 
pose of the proper administration 
of this Act and to prevent evasion 
of the sales tax, it shall be pre- | 
sumed that all purchases are sub- 


ject to the tax until the ws agg 4 f oe ng to the tax until the con-|from Washington; 
of | trary is established. The burden of | yp: ° 
sale of tangible! proving that a sale of tangible | Eichler, secretary-treasurer of the 


is established. The burden 
proving that a 


(and 
so on) 


(E) Presumptions and Resale 
Certificates. 

(1) Presumption of taxability; 
resale certificates. For the pur- 
pese of the proper administration 
of this Article and to prevent eva- 
sion of the occupation tax it shall 
be presumed that all purchases are 


Texas. 

The labor movement of San 
Antonio came alive in a way it 
has not demonstrated for at least 


_twenty years when more than 
1,000 union members paraded 
| through the downtown streets, 


|ending their demonstration at the 
Alamo, where they were add- 
| ressed by Father Sherrill Smith, 
| assistant pastor of Espada Mission 
and representative of Archbishop 
|Robert E, Lucey; County Com- 
missioner Albert Pena; Franz 
Daniel, assistant director of organ- 
jization of the national AFL-CIO, 
and George 


personal property is not a sale at personal property is not a sale at|San Antonio AFL-CIO Council. 


retail is upon the vendor unless| retail is upon the vendor unless | 


he takes from the purchaser a/| 


certificate to the effect that the| certificate to the effect that the! 


he takes from the purchaser a 


Father Smith had been out on 
|the picket line with the strikers 


property is purchased for resale. | property is purchased for resale. | in the first days after they went 
Sections (3), (4) and (5) further defining certificates are identical| out. In front of the Alamo he 
word for word in both bills. Because of its curious syntax, section (5) 


is a particularly striking example. 
bills provide exactly as follows; 


“(5) Resale certificate—fungible 


Both the Strickland and Seeligson 


goods. If a purchaser gives a cer- 


tificate with respect to the purchase of fungible goods and thereafter 
commingles these goods with other fungible goods not so purchased 


until a quantity of commingled goods equal to the quantity of pur- 
chased goods so commingled has been sold.” 


In the vital provisions describing who is liable for the tax, the | dor,” and in the Strickland bill reads, “For the purposes of the occu- 
Seeligson sales tax specifies the consumer in two sentences. To specify | pation tax, a return shall be filed by every seller.” 





said again, as he previously said, 


zc ¢ The Strike in San 


that violence was to be avoided, | 
that the fight was at the bargain- | 
ing table and not in the streets. 
The striking workers, he said, had 
a right to organize and a right 
to strike, although such a right 
was to be exercised only as a 
last resort after every effort to 
settle peacefully had been made. 

Commissioner Pena said, “I do 
not agree with the Chamber of 
Commerce philosophy that the 
way to attract industry to San 
Antonio is to make it a low wage 
town. I will fight any effort, any 
movement to keep San Antonio a 
cheap labor town.” 

Pena said that shortly after 
the strike started, it was dis- 
covered that the large number 
of police officers gathered at the 
plant gates were being paid by 
the company. He said “we put a 
stop to that.” 

AFL-CIO organizer Franz Daniel 
told the strikers that the strike 
would be one of the most un- 
forgettable episodes in their lives. 
“You will discover capabilities 
you never thought you had,” he 
said, “It will change your entire 
way of life. Is it right to have 
self respect? Is it right to join 
shoulder-to-shoulder with your 
fellow workers? Is it right to work 
together so your children can 
have a better life? Let no man, 
no kind of propaganda make you 
waver one bit.” 

There comes a time, he said, 
when men and women must strike 
for self-respect. “A man cannot 
have self-respect unless he re- 
spects his fellow man.” He saw in 
the demonstration the birth of a 
new spirit in the almost-dormant 
labor movement of the city. 

LEAFLET distributed by the 
union was headed, “The 





graphs. 





the same taxpayer, the Strickland occupation tax uses seven para- 


In Section (5) relating to collection by the Comptroller, filing of 
returns, enforcement, and penalties the word for word similarity of 
the two bills continues for eleven single-spaced typewritten pages. 
but of such similarity that the identity of the constituent goods in the The only material change in the wording occurs in two reporting sec- 
commingled mass cannot be determined, sales from the mass of com-| tions in which the Seeligson bill specifies a reporting date of the last 
mingled goods shall be deemed to be sales of the goods so purchased day in January and the Strickland bill the last day of February and 
|in a very similar general paragraph which in the Seeligson bill begins 
|“For purposes of the sales tax, a return shall be filed by every ven- 





LG. 


Antonio 


Shame of Tex-Son.” It said, “You 
would strike too, if you had to 
try to feed four children on take- 
home pay for a week of only $9.12, 
because your boss sent your work 
out of Texas.” The company be- 
fore the strike had been con- 
tracting out some of its work to 
another plant in Tupelo, Miss., 
which is not organized, This 
caused workers in San Antonio 
be laid off, so that weekly earnigs 
fell and a number of workers got 
only one or two or three days 
work a week. 


The union had asked the Tex- 
Son Company to guarantee in a 
new contract that work would not 
be contracted out and sent away 
from San Antonio as long as there 
was not enough for its San An- 
tonio workers. The company had 
refused. 


In the parade, marchers bore 
placards saying, “Keep the work 
at home,” and “Keep the older 
workers on the job.” A _ large 
reproduction of a Tex-Son pay- 
check made out to Helen G. Mar- 
tinez for $9.12 was borne on 
a truck in the parade, and the 
leaflet bore a reproduction of the 
same check. 


Franzel charged that “Most of 
the people who marched in the 
union demonstration did not know 
the facts.’ He said the check 
was for one day’s work. “If they 
had known the truth most of them 
would not have marched,” he 
said, He referred to the leaflet as 
“scurrilous.” 


RANZEL SAID that the San 
Antonio Light had carried a 
story a week before which said 
that “the Communist high com- 
mand” had “issued orders that 
there were to be union parades 
on Saturday March 14.” 

“We have no direct evidence,” 
said Franzel, “that there is any 
connection between the parade 
which occurred (in San Antonio) 
...and this communist directive, 
but it is an interesting coinci- 
dence...” 

Eichler replied that Franzel was 
“resorting to the discredited tech- 
niques of McCarthyism.” 
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Cultivation of a Habit 


THE POLL TAX IN THE SOUTH, 
Frederick D. Ogden, University 
of Alabama Press, 1958, $6, 
301 pp. 


AUSTIN 


Surely no one would read 
this book for pleasure; it is 
an example of that vaguely 
soured style of scholarship 
which is more irritated with 
misinformation than pleased 
with truth. Still, as the legis- 
lators consider Rep. Maud 
Isaacks’s proposal to abolish 
the poll tax in Texas, they 
and the citizens may wish to 
consider the truth of the mat- 
ter, which is not, judging by 
this careful inquiry, quite 
what it is generally thought 
to be, although it has been 
exaggerated rather than mis- 
represented. 

Ogden’s main conclusion is that 
the poll tax works toward the 
reduction of voting among people 
in the cities, Negroes, Latin- 
Americans, and poor people. 

He is convinced, however, that 
the low proportion of Southerners 
who vote is a result of many 
factors, including, for example, 
the absence of party competition 
in the South. In 1950 Democratic 
gubernatorial primaries, 25.2 per 
cent of the citizens over 21 voted 
in the five poll tax states in the 
South, while only 29.4 percent—an 
increment of four percent—voted 
in the non-poll tax Southern 
states. 

Adopted from 1890 to 1908, the 
poll taxes were designed mainly to 
disfranchise Negroes, but as 
Ogden points out they also dis- 
couraged voting, and by many 
supporters were meant to dis- 
courage voting, among the poor 
whites. Ogden mainly agrees with 
Ralph Bunche’s proposition that 
the southern ruling class of the 
period “were fearful of the threat 
of union between the poor whites 
—who were beginning to become 
articulate in Populism—and the 
Negroes, and that this possibility 
of a united people’s movement in 
the South impressed them as a 
revolutionary upsurge that must 
be crushed at all odds. The poll 
tax legislation lent itself ad- 
mirably to this purpose.” In sup- 
port Ogden cites the chap in 
Virginia who hoped to bar from 
the polls whites “who have 
nothing at stake in government” 
and the president of the Alabama 
constitutional convention who 
wanted government power safely 
in the hands of “the intelligent 
and virtuous.” 

Today Texas, Arkansas, Ala- 
bama, Virginia, and Mississippi 
still have the poll tax, North 
and South Carolina, Louisiana, 
Florida, Georgia, and Tennessee 
have abandoned it, largely be- 
cause practical politicians decided 
they would get more votes with- 
out it. With the NAACP meeting 
in Houston to map statewide poll 
tax drives, the East Texans’ in- 
vestment in the institution depre- 
ciates considerably. Ogden’s book 
suggests that agitation against the 
poll tax devalues the tax among 
its supporters by causing to vote 
the people it is designed to dis- 
courage. 

Texas voters adopted the poll 
tax, 200,650 to 107,748, in 1902, 
and declined to abolish it 172,284 
to 133,550 in a 1949 election in 
which the people defeated eight of 
ten amendments submitted. 
Whereas other states have enacted 
various devices for voter dis- 
qualification, the poll tax has not 
been so augmented in Texas. The 
recent innovation of deputizing 
poll tax salesmen who work, then, 
among voters in areas which 
roughly favor the deputies’ own 
political views has further re- 
duced the significance of the tax 
in terms of its original purposes 
(although the solicitations do 
take up energy which might be 
otherwise expended). 





Poll Tax Corruption 
@ Ogden says the poll tax has 
lent itself to unique forms 
of political corruption but is not 
itself the cause of such corruption. 
The main abuse has been poli- 
ticians buying other peoples’ poll 
taxes and “voting” them, a com- 
mon phenomenon we have most 
recently noticed in Webb County. 
The Texas contribution to Ogden's 
tome is most impressive in his 
chapter on corruption, of course; 
perhaps it will amuse our readers 
to know which of our Texas cus- 
toms fed the professor’s fancy. 
A San Antonio political ob- 
server is quoted (the year not 
specified) that politicians buy up 
poll tax receipts and “pass them 
out to their ‘owners’ on election 
day—with instructions of course, 
and an extra dollar or so for 
sweetnin’.” Qgden then continues: 
“Poll taxes of Mexicans and Ne- 
groes in Texas have frequently 
been paid for them as a means 
of controlling their votes, In 
some areas, the practice has been 
to gather together a_ truckload 
of Mexicans and to take them 
to the county courthouse. Each 
one is given $1.75 with which to 
pay the tax. After receiving the 
receipt, the Mexican is told that 
it belongs to the politician who 
gave him the money. If the Mex- 
ican is cons:dered reliable, he may 
be allowed to retain the receipt. 
If not, it is collected and held 
until election day. For his trouble 
in going to pay the tax, the 
Mexican may receive a_ bottle 
of beer. Since Mexicans are mi- 
gratory, they are frequently given 
blank receipts so that someone 
else may use them at election 
time. In some places, particularly 
in Laredo, blocks of blank receipts 
may be bought. Donald S. Strong 
found that the purchasing of 
receipts by politicians was most 
prevalent in South Texas and 
the Rio Grande Valley, the area 
where the percentage of Mexicans 
in the population is the greatest,” 
Strong's work was published in 
1944. Ogden also harks back to the 
late San Antonio Negro political 
boss, Charlie Bellinger, who “was 
reported to ‘own’ 3,000 poll tax 
receipts. At poll tax payment 
time, he would have $3,000 or 
$4,000 which probably came from 
white candidates who were in- 
terested in securing his aid.” 
How much of this goes on now, 
Ogden does not say, being a 
scholar, not a detective. 


Ogden carefully examines the 
impact of poll tax passage and 
repeal on voting totals in several 
states. On the short term his 
point is that the poll tax reduces 
voting only somewhat and that 
many of the people who do not 
pay their poll tax would not vote 
whether there was a poll tax re- 
quirement or not. 





“The long-run effects may be of | 
more consequence,” he _ writes. 
“Habits are not changed easily, 
especially those of long standing. 





Many southerners have acquired a 
habit of non-voting.” Still, the tax 
is not “the bogey man:its oppon- | 
ents would have us believe,” or | 
its adoption would have caused | 
more disfranchisement than took | 
place, and its repeal a greater 
upturn in voting, he argues, “But, 
in Southern states where turnout | 
is low, almost any increase is | 
significant. An increase of five 
to ten percentage points could 
bring important changes in the 
Political life of the region.” | 





Those Discouraged | 
@ On the question of who is 

most affected by the poll tax, 
Ogden is less equivocal. Where | 
Negroes are concentrated, poll | 
tax payments are relatively low. | 
“The Texas high-payment (of | 
poll tax) counties in 1950 were | 
predominantly rural and sparsely 
populated and had a small non- 
white population, whereas the | 
low-payment countries were more | 
urbanized and more heavily pop- | 
ulated and had more non-whites.” | 
Counties with large Latin-Ameri- | 
can groups were also “low-pay- | 
ment” counties. Counties with | 
more cars for the population had | 
higher poll tax payments. In 1950, | 
Texas counties containing a city | 


of more than 20,000 people had a | 


| AERO-CHARTER OF 


on the part of defendant towards 
her of such a nature as to render | 
their further living together as | 


altogether in- 


husband and wife 


supportable; Plaintiff further al- | 


leges that no children born of | 
said union and no community 
property was accumulated; Plain- 
tiff further prays for relief, gen- | 


eral and special; 
All of which more fu 


from Plaintiff's First Amended 
Original Petition on file in this 
office and to which refer: > is 
here made; 

If this citation is not erved 
within 90 days after date f its 
issuance, it shall be ret j 
served. 

Witness, O. T 


MARTIN, JR 
Clerk of the District ( of 
Travis County, Texas 
Issued and given 
hand and the seal of 
office in the City of 
the 24th day of Marct 959 
O. T. MARTIN, J 
Clerk of the District « 
Travis County, 7 
By GEO. W. BICKLER 


NOTICE OF INTENTION TO 
INCORPORATE WITHOUT 
CHANGE OF NAMI 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
Notice is hereby give t Ber- 

nard A. Delano, W. B. ¢ nd 

J. P. Gossett, partner: 

the firm of Delano 

Manufacturing Company 

ing business under 

will incorporate and y 

to do business as ; 

under the same nam 

Garner Manufacturing 

Inc., and in compliar 

ticle 1307, Vernon's ( 


J 


lof the State of Tex: 


this notice one day eact ek for 
four (4) consecutive eks in a 
newspaper in Austin, Texas, and 
in a newspaper in Harris ¢ nty 
Texas. 
DELANO AND GARN 
MANUFACTURIN 





By: B. A. DELANO 
NOTICE 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 


Notice is hereby given that the 
partnership firm of Ae! harter 
of Houston will be diss 
notice is also hereby given of 
intention of said firm to be 
incorporated under tl in 
Aero-Charter of Houston, Ir 
Witness my hand th 6 day of 
March, 1959. 
HOUSTON 
By JAMES R. FISK 
One of the Partns 
CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
TO Robert Leroy Charl De- 


median percentage of adults 21-60} fendant, in the hereinafter styled 


paying their poll tax of 36.3 per- 
cent, compared to a median for 
all the counties in Texas of 51.4 
percent. 

“Groups like Negroes and Texas 
Mexican-Americans, standing on 
the fringes of society, in it but 
not of it, have little incentive to 
meet a tax requirement for voting, | 
since the society gives them no 
encouragement to participate in| 
its political processes,” Ogden | 
concludes, “The urban voter, the | 
Negro voter, and the economically | 
depressed voter may be affected | 
more adversely by a poll tax re- | 








quirement than other groups in | 


ithe society.” R. D. | 








LEGALS 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
To any Sheriff or any Constable 
within the State of Texas— 

GREETING: 

You are hereby commanded to 
cause to be published, ONCE, 
not less than ten days before the 
return day thereof, exclusive of 
the date of publication, in a news- 
paper printed in Travis County, 
Texas, the accompanying citation, 
of which the herein below follow- 
ing is a true copy—(but if there 
be no newspaper so printed in 
said county, then that you cause 
the said citation to be posted for 
at least TEN days before the re- 
— term thereof as required by 
aw.) 
CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 

TO all persons interested in the 
estate of Laverne Waterston, a 
minor, No. 14096, County Court, 
Travis County, Texas. The Aus- 
tin National Bank, Austin, Texas, 
Guardian in the above numbered 
and entitled estate, filed on the 
30th day of March, 1959, its veri- 
fied account for final settlement 
of said estate and requests that 
said estate be settled and closed, 
and said applicant be discharged 
from its trust. 

Said application will be heard 
and acted on by said Court at 10 
o'clock A.M. on the first Monday 
next after the expiration of ten 
days from date of publication of 
this citation, the same being the 
County Courthouse in Austin, 
Texas. : 

All persons interested in said 
estate are hereby cited to appear 
before said Honorable Court at 
said above mentioned time and 
place by filing a written answer 
contesting such application should 
they desire to do so. 





The officer executing this writ 
shall promptly serve the same ac- | 
cording to requirements of law, | 
and the mandates hereof, and 
make due return as the law di- | 
rects. 

Given under my hand and the | 
seal of said Court at office in | 
Austin, Texas, this the 31st day of | 
March, A.D. 1959. 

EMILIE LIMBERG 
Clerk of the County Court, 

Travis County, Texas 
By M. EPHRAIM, Deputy 


CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 

TO John N. Leggitt, Defendant, 
in the hereinafter styled and 
numbered cause: 

You are hereby commanded to 
appear before the 98th _ District 
Court of Travis County, Texas, to 
be held at the courthouse of said 
county in the City of Austin, Tra- 
vis County, Texas, at or before 10 
o’clock A.M. of the first Monday 
after the expiration of 42 days 
from the date of issuance hereof; 
that is to say, at or before, 10 
o'clock A.M. of Monday the 11th 
day of May, 1959, and answer the 
First Amended petition of plain- 
tiff in Cause Number 102,323, in 
which Frances M._ Leggitt is 
Plaintiff and John N. Leggitt is 
defendant, filed in said Court on 
the 24th day of March, 1959, and 
the nature of which said suit is as 
follows: 

Being an action and prayer for 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff and 
against Defendant for decree of 
divorce dissolving the bonds of 
matrimony heretofore and now 
existing between said parties; 
Plaintiff alleges cruel treatment 
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| be held at the courth 
| county in the City of A 


‘their further 


|and control 
| should be required to cont ite a 


}of said children as we 


and numbered cause: 

You are hereby comn 
appear before the 126th District 
Court of Travis County, Texas, to 


vis County, Texas, at o1 
o'clock A.M. of the first 
after the expiration f 
from the date of issuan 
that is to say, at or for 0 
o'clock A.M. of Monday the 27th 
day of April, 1959, and answer the 
petition of plaintiff i: ause 
Number 113,196, in which Elta 
Wray Charles is Plaintiff and 
Robert Leroy Charles is defend- 
ant, filed in said Court on the 20th 
day of February, 1959, and the 

ture of which said suit 


lows: 
Being an action and prayer f r 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff and 


against Defendant for a decree of 
divorce dissolving the bonds of 
matrimony heretofore and now 
existing between said parties 
Plaintiff alleges cruel treatment 
on the part of defendant 
her of such nature as t nde 
living together as 
husband and wife altogether in 
supportable; Plaintiff he 

leges that two children rn 
of said union; that plaintiff should 
be awarded their tody 
and 


that Defendant 


suitable amount for 
mony pendente lite; P! 
ther alleges no comr 
erty was accumulated 
further prays for relief 
and special: 

All of which more fully appears 


| from Plaintiff's Origin Petition 


on file in this office and to which 
reference is here made; 

If this citation is not erved | 
within 90 days after date of its ise 
suance, it shall be returned un- 
served. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts of 


Travis County, Texas 


Issued and given under my 
hand and the seal of said Court at 
office in the City of Austin, this 


the 10th day of March, 1959 





| O. T. MARTIN, JR., 


Clerk of the District Courts, 
Travis County, Texas 


'By GEO. W. BICKLER, Deputy 
CITATION BY PUBLICATION 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
TO Molly O. Duke, Defendant, 
in the hereinafter styled and 


} numbered cause: 


You are hereby commanded to 
appear before the 98th District 
Court. of Travis County, Texas, to 
be held at the courthouse of said 
county in the City of Austin, Tra- 
vis County, Texas, at or before 10 
o'clock A.M. of the first Monday 
after the expiration of 42 days 
from the date of issuance hereof; 
that is to say, at or before, 10 
o'clock A.M. of Monday the 27th 
day of April, 1959, and answer the 
petition of plaintiff in. Cause 
Number 113,033, in which John B 
Duke is Plaintiff and Molly O 
Duke is defendant, filed in said 
Court on the 4th day of February, 
1959, and the nature of which said 
suit is as follows: 

Being an action and prayer for 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff and 
against Defendant for a decree of 
divorce dissolving the bonds of 


matrimony heretofore and now 
existing between said parties; 
Plaintiff alleges cruel treatment 


on the part of Defendant towards 
him of: such a nature as to ren- 
der their further living together 

husband and wife altogether 
insupportable; Plaintiff further 
alleges that no children born of 
said union and no community 
property was accumulated; Plain- 
tiff further prays for relief, gen- 
eral and special; 

All of which more fully appears 
from Plaintiff's Original Petition 
on file in this office and to which 
reference is here made; 

If this citaiion is not served 
within 90 days after date of its 
issuance, it shall be returned un- 
served. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR.. 
Clerk of the District Courts of 
Travis County, Texas. 

Issued and given under my 
hand and the seal of said Court at 
office in the City of Austin, this 
the 12th day of March, 1959. 

O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts, 
Travis County, Texas 


CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 

TO Roosevelt White Defendant 
in the hereinafter styled and 
numbered cause: 

You are hereby cornmanded to 
appear before the 126th District 
Court of Travis County, Texas, to 
be held at the courthouse of said 
county in the City of Austin, 
Travis County, Texas, at or before 
| 10 o'clock A.M. of the first Mon- 
day after the expiration of 42 
days from the date of issuance 
hereof; that is to say, at or before, 
10 o’clock A. M. of Monday the 


a- | 4th day of May, 1959, and answer 


the petition of plaintiff in Cause 


Number 113,383, in which Ella 
Faye White is - Plaintiff and 
Reosevelt White is defendant, 


filed in said Court on the 16th day 
of March, 1959, and the nature of 
which said suit is as follows: 

Being an action and prayer for 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff and 
against Defendant for decree of 
divorce dissolving the bonds of 
matrimony heretofore and now 
existing between said parties; 
Plaintiff alleges the defendant is 
guilty of cruel treatment toward 
her of such a nature as to render 
their further living together as 
husband and wife ‘altogether in- 
supportable; Plaintiff further al- 
leges that three children were 
born to them as issue of their 
marriage, the oldest of said chil- 
dren being born in 1952, that 
Plaintiff should be awarded their 
care, custody and control and that 
defendant be required to contrib- 
ute a proper and suitable amount 
toward their support until they 
reach the age of 18 years; Plain- 
tiff further alleges that one 1955 
Ford automobile was acquired 
out of community funds , which 
should be awarded to her and for 
which she prays judgment; 

Plaintiff further prays for costs 
of suit and for relief, general and 
special; all of which more fully 
appears from Plaintiff's Original 
Petition on file in this office and 
to which reference is here made; 

If this citation is not served 
within 90 days after date of its is- 
suance, it shall be returned un- 
served. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR.. 
Clerk of the District Courts of 
Travis County, Texas. 

Issued and given under my 
hand and the seal of said Court at 
office in the City of Austin, this 
the 17th day of March, 1959. 

O. T. MARTIN, JR. 
Clerk of the District Courts, 
Travis County, Texas 


|By GEO. W. BICKLER, Deputy 
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Lee’s Photos 


of mental hospitals are a_ re- 
markable human documentary, in 
keeping with his earlier works 
that achieved for him the de- 
served status of one of the world’s 
great artists with a camera 
These photographs have a com- 
bination of technical perfection, 
artistic concept, and deep human 
understanding, something so rare 





; in 1957 out-of-state corporations 
|paid $18.7 million in franchise 


| by Texas corporations. It is also 
reasonable to assume that re-| 
cipients of these dividends are | 
nearly all persons of affluent | 
circumstances, I ask then that you | 
|consider a corporate profits tax, | 
as one which would keep in | 
Texas a portion of the money 





now being diverted to other states | 
by corporations that are antel-| 


emerges at times. This happens 
when journalistic or scientific 


Sirs: Russell Lee's photographs | taxes, against $163 million paid| jargon becomes the medium of 


expression. The recent issue head- 
lined “Firetraps for Seniles” was 
particularly offensive to me. I 
question its use of “seniles” for 
“senile persons” and its “senile 
psychotics” used as a _ personal 
noun for “senile persons suffer- 
ing from psychoses.” It may 
deaden the sense of personal 
tragedy it aims to quicken if it 


that we almost cease to expect | ing the natural resources of Texas| indulges in such abstraction. 


it. 


Houston 4. 


‘Ability to Pay’ 


Sirs: A good battle cry for the | trom mention 


Hart Stilwell, 1819 Ewing, 1-C, | estimated 


| 


Governor and us other liberals | 


in these days might be a para- 
phrasing of Mr. Shakespeare, to 
“What's in a name? A sales 
tax by any other name would 
still smell as foul!” If some of 
these “broad based tax” advocates 
would get off their own broad 
bases and go out to see how 
thousands of poor people are 
struggling’ to live on Old Age 
Pensions, . Social Security, and 
paltry savings rendered useless 
by inflation, they would see that 
taxation on the basis of ABILITY 
TO PAY is the only just and 
equitable way. Give us corporate 
income taxes, yes, even personal 
income taxes if need be, but let 
us have no sales taxes passed 
under the false colors of some 


wit, 


high-sounding, misleading name | proved. It will be simple and easy | 


Gus Browning, As- 
Church, Beau- 


The Rev. 
bury Methodist 
mont. 


According to Affluence 


Sirs: My main reason for oppo- | 


sition to a general sales tax is, a 
sales tax does not take into con- 
sideration the ability of a per- 
son to pay or his affluence. 
The principle of taxing in 


accordance with ability to Pay | tax program, represents only a 


is an ancient one and a proven 
method. Ancients were sometimes 
taxed according to the number 
of slaves they owned, or a por- 
tion of the produce of their farms 
was taken. Then, I believe, once 
in Europe people were taxed by 
the number of windows in their 
houses, which was taken as a 
measure of affluence. This prin- 
ciple of taxing according to the 
ability to pay was the basis of 
our real estate taxes, which have 
carried the major part of the 
tax burden in this country dur- 
ing the period when most of the 
gross national product of the 
country originated on the farms 
and ranches. 

I have, before me, a report 
which shows that over $323 
million of taxes collected in Texas 
in 1957 were levied without regard 
to ability to pay, and also nearly 
$37 million in gross receipts taxes 
which were passed on to the ul- 
timate consumer. This total is 
more than half of the total col- 
lected from licenses and taxes. 
Economists have recently brought 


out a new term, “Expanding 
Economy.” This is absolutely de- 
pendent on the fact that the 


capacity to consume must in- 
crease as fast as the capacity to 
produce, A tax on a sales trans- 
action of any kind impedes our 
rate of consumption and makes 
it difficult for us to buy back 
the produce turned out by our 
improved technology and from 
automation. Further taxation must 
follow the proven principle of 
taxation according to affluence. 

I agree that an individual in- 
come tax, if set up with pro- 
gressive rates, is a fair tax. How- 
ever, such a tax in Texas would 
not reach a large number of 
people who make an enormous 
amount of money in Texas—the 
stockholders of corporations doing 
business in Texas who do.not live 
in Texas. I don’t know how many 
of these stockholders there are, 
but it is reasonable to assume 
that there are a great many, as 





..This tax would affect the! 
three and _ one-half 
billion dollar segment of our} 


dustry, which is virtually free | 


| 

I do not believe the charge that | 
a corporate profits tax would| 
create a climate unfavorable to | 
business. The favorable climate | 
we enjoy is mostly because, here 
in Texas, we have raw materials, | 
cheap transportation by sea and | 
barge canal, and adequate cheap | 
power, all available. Just as the 
Great Lakes area has. these 
natural benefits for the steel in-| 


| your article, 


David Stevens,’ 4409 Laura Place, 
Corpus Christi. 


| economy, our manufacturing in- | Negroes at Rusk 


Sirs: The conditions at Rusk 
State Hospital (8 doctors for 
2,044 mental patients) are bad 
enough for white patients, but I 
write today concerning discrim- 
ination between white and col- 
ored patients. 

In this connection, you might 
be interested in an account of 
the riot of 1955, mentioned in 
which appeared at 
that time in the “Black Dispatch” 
of Oklahoma City. According to 


dustry, so we have them for the/+his article, (superintendent) 


aluminum and plastics industries. | 
Thirty-three other states are now 
using a similar tax, and its con- 


Ris Thee 


stitutionality has been adequately | 








to administer and enforce. It is| 
a constitutional way to get non- 
resident profit takers to help sup- | 
port the government of the state| 
which makes possible their profits. 

Powerful lobbies must not be 


| permitted to dictate fiscal policies | 
|of Texas, We must keep in mind 


| 
| 


| 


the fact that that the “Gas Lobby”, 
which is accused by Gov. Daniel 
of trying to defeat an equitable 


very small minority of the people 
of Texas... 

Wm. H. Darby, 1560 17th St.,| 
Corpus Christi. 


Carr’s Predilection 


Sirs: Seems like Speaker Carr 
likes more selective sales taxes 
on those least able to pay. He 
sure wanted the Speaker's job 
badly, but I feel those who sup- 
ported him and oppose sales taxes 
should let him know about it. 

G. A. Belknap, Fort Worth. 


Wrong Leanings 

Sirs: You are a needed paper, 
only you are too strong for the 
Negro and against Lyndon John- | 
son, Johnson has made mistakes | 
but we need him. 

George Ratliff, Abilene 


‘Freedom in Action’ 


Sirs: On a recent visit to Hous- 
ton someone gave me a copy of 
the Texas Observer in which was 
the report of your speech on 
“Freedom in Action.” It is well | 
that some groups are making a} 
brave effort to put some truth} 
in print in an effort to combat 
some of the untruths which 
are spreading so flagrantly not| 
only in Texas but throughout the 
country. One appreciates the de- 
termination and in fact the 
courage of those who are willing 
to stand up and be counted. The 
opposition seems to hide behind 
secrecy or brutal power and it is 
about time that thinking people 
and free organizations come for- 
ward and start telling some 
truths, helping to clear away the 
smog. 

Mary M. Parry, associate di- 
rector, office of finance, National 
Council of the Churches of Christ, 
297 4th Ave., New York 10, N. Y. 


Callow Abstraction 

Sirs: The Texas Observer’s 
effort to “speak the truth” usually 
has a personal, humanitarian tone. 





“Castner said the rioters’ main 
complaints were that they did not 
have a recreation area such as 
that provided in the maximum 
security building for the white 
inmates... 

“Earlier, Riley and other riot 
leaders told newspapermen. that 
attendants beat them with rubber 
hoses and that Negroes were not 
given the same food as white 
patients, were not allowed out- 
side as often, and could not bathe 
without attendants’ permission.” 

Editor and publisher of the 
“Black Dispatch,” Roscoe Dunjee, 
wrote an editorial. “Texas Insane 
Demand Constitutional Rights,” in 
which he contrasted conditions 


, at Rusk with a similar institution 
|} at Taft, Okla. | 


Wrote editor Dunjee, “we re- 


| call one morning, some years ago, 


during the Murray administration, 
when we were a vistor at the in- 


| stitution. As we went in to break- 
!fast that morning, 


through the 
main dining hall where the regu- 
lar meal was being served on the 
table for the demented, standing 
at the door of the small dining 
hall where the superintendent 
and visitors were to eat, was an 
inmate, erect and fully conscious 


|of the aroma of the fresh coffee 


and the bacon and eggs that 
poured out of the doorway where 
he stood. He made this comment 
as we passed through: ‘Damned 
if I don't smell something I ain't 
gittin.’ 

“That demented Oklahoma in- 
mate at Taft twenty years ago 








had a nostril that had not gone 
insane and which was perfectly 
normal. The only difference be- 
tween this fellow and the in- 
mates down at Rusk is that the 
Rusk crowd decided in 1955 to do 
something about the differential.” 

James A, Dombrowski, exec- 
utive director, Southern Confer- 
ence Educational Fund, Inc., 822 
Perdido St., New Orleans 12, La. 


Phone Hocus Pocus 

Sirs: In the February 7 issue, 
you stated one of the fondest 
gimmicks of a utility company 
is “replacement cost” (instead of 
actual cost) to base profit re- 
turn on. They also like that same 
figure to base depreciation on. 
And, too, the phone company likes 
appraisal. 

By replacement cost, the phone 
company gets to take it off ex- 
cessively for depreciation ex- 
penses, and then appraisal puts 
it back on the books for excessive 
value to get a return on. 

An example: The phone com- 
pany recently_asked the city of 
Abilene for a rate raise and sub- 
mitted expense figures for 1957, 
and cited changes since 1949. 
(They were allowed a raise in 
1950, based on figures they sub- 
mitted for °49). The value per 
phone as of December 31, 1949, 
was given two different times as 
follows: 





READERS ON CARR, TAXES AND A CAMERA 


Company letter Oct. 2, 1958, said 
16,878 phones were $203.00 each 
or $3,426,234. Company letter of 
Aug. 25, 1950, said the same 16,878 
phones were $131 each or $2,211,- 
018. The difference by appraisal: 
$72.00 each, or $1,215,216. 

They had $395,458 depreciation 
charged into cost for 1957—and 
figured it on replacement cost. 

The company said current re- 
placement cost December 31, 1957, 
was $8,341,561, while the company 
said fair value on December 31, 
1957, was $7,525,000. The difference 
(little more than two years de- 
preciation charge) is $816,561. 


In 1949 they figured depre- 
ciation on actual cost, In 1957 
they figured it on replacement 


cost. (There was no regulatory 
body in Texas to prevent the 
switch.) 1957 depreciation was 


nearly six times the $68,553 they 
charged off in 1949. 


So after loading expenses with 
fictitious depreciation, they still 
want to show a return on fictit- 
ious investmet. And do. Let some- 
body try that same hokus pocus 
depreciation on a tax return and 
internal revenue would form a 
posse. 

A few million Texans ought to 
get approval from the utility 
lobbyists to set up state regu- 
lation of utility rates. 


Bryan Sloan, 1338 Jefferson, 


Abilene. 








In union, there is strength. 
The fable of the Lion and the 


forcibly. As long as the three 
Oxen stayed together, the 
Lion dared not attack. But 
‘the king of beasts’ sowed 


his adversaries, and they 
separated. It was then easy 
for the Lion to attack and 

destroy them une by one. 


Why not 
discuss your 
life insurance 
me today? 


You will be 
under no 




















The Bion and the Oxen 


Oxen illustrates this lesson very 


In Sun Life, also, there is strength. 
When you become a policyholder of 
great international company, you become one of 

a group of farsighted men and women — the holders of 

two million policies and group certificates in 25 countries — 
who protect their families and themselves against an uncertain 
future through the medium of life insurance. 


MARTIN ELFANT 


201 Century Building Houston, Texas 


SUN LIFE OF CANADA 
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LT. DICK DOWLING 








A certain callowness, however, 
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The Fighting Irishman Who Stood Against an Army 


Because a young Irish immigrant 
didn’t know how to be afraid, Texas 
was spared the devastation suffered 
by Georgia and the Old South dur- 
ing the latter years of the Civil War. 
Lt. Dick Dowling, 25 years old; was 
a bashful, simple, easy-going “paddy 

from County Galway. With 46 of his 
fellow dockworkers from Houston, 
he was commanded to defend Sabine 
Pass in that September of 1863, when 
it was selected by the North as the 
invasion point through which the 
entire state could be taken. Lt. Dow- 
ling and his 46-man homeguard out- 
fit had six small and ancient guns, in 
a low mud fort, with which to defend 
his adopted state. Against him..a 
massive Yankee amphibious force of 
21 warships, three field batteries, two 
heavy batteries, 5,000 well armed 
soldiers and two Generals. 

But then, David had only his sling- 
shot to use against Goliath. It seems 
incredible, but it’s Texas history, and 
a glorious chapter .. Dick Dowling’s 


little band of “Dockwallopers” beat 
off or destroyed the fleet, ship by ship. 
They captured 350 of the invaders 
who succeeded in landing, and got 
away with quantities of supplies. 
Texas remained free of Northern 
occupation, to hecome the refuge, the 
hope, the new home for thousands 
fleeing the Union forces. 

Today Texans still demand and get 
their right to choose the way they 
want to live. In this vigorous and 
freedom-minded homeland . . “Beer 
Belongs” and this is why the United 
States Brewers Foundation works con- 
stantly, in conjunction with brewers, 
wholesalers and retailers, to assure 
the sale of beer and ale under 
pleasant, orderly conditions. Believ- 
ing that strict law enforcement serves 
the best interest of Texans, the Foun- 
dation stresses close co-operation with 
the Armed Forces, law enforcement 
and governing officials in its continu- 
ing Self-Regulation program. 


Texas Division, United States Brewers Foundation, 
206 VEW Building, Austin, Texas 


Our sincere appreciation to The Port Arthur News 


for bistorical assistance. 
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